





July 28,1917 THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. [Vol. 61.] 639 
= — 





5 
WAR LOAN, 
1917. 





Bankers’ advances in connection 
with purchases of the above Stock 
may be replaced by a loan at a 
fixed rate of 5 °/, interest, and 
repayable over a term of 5, 10, 
15, 20 or more years. 





Full particulars will be sent on application 
to the— 


LEGAL & GENERAL 
LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY, 
} 10, Fleet Street, LONDON, E.C. 4. 














The Solicitors’ Journal 


and Weekly Reporter. 
(ESTABLISHED IN _ 1857.) 
LONDON, JULY 28, r917 
ANNUAL SUBSCRIPTION, WHICH MUST BE Parp In ADVANCE: 
£1 6s.; by Post, £1 8s.; Foreign, £1 10s. 4d. 
HALF-YEARLY AND QUARTERLY SUBSCRIPTIONS IN PROPORTION. 





®,° The Editor cannot undertake to return rejected contributions, and 
copies should be kept of all articles sent by writers who are not on 
the regular staff of the Journat. 
All letters intended for publication must be authenticated by the 
name of the writer. 


GENERAL HEADINGS. 
CURRENT TOPICS -- 629 | LAW STUDENTS JOURNAL ........c00- 
ACCELERATION OF REMAINDERS .. 642 | OBITUARY eocnoene 
WAR AIMS....... beceewescss 643 | LEGAL News 
INN s <0. 66.50.0b0 00500000 0resse.c0 <« GTC III nnn 
CORRESPONDENCE ..... ceceseceeess 645 | WINDING-UP NOTICES 
NEW ORDERS, &C. ...... 648 | CREDITORS’ NOTIORS ........0.....0e 
EEE aceccecsccesace ocescseess 653 | BANKRUPTCY NOTIORS ......... 
THE OFFICE Boy IN FRANCE .... 655 


Cases Reported this Week. 
SPO, TOO. ROOM Ws WOMIIEE poise cnc pncssxccpsecney Sessenenves 
Harrisons v. London and North-Western Railway Co. 
Meydew v. Chatterley Whitfield Collieries 
tex v Thompsor......... ' paiad wae Tuaibivens anni. kent 
Spencer v. Owners of the S.S. “ Liberty ”................cce0eees 


Current Topics. 


The Office Boy in France. 

OUR READERS will be interested in an office boy’s letter from 
France which was sent to the Spectator by ‘‘ Count ry Solicitor,’’ 
and which we reproduce on another page ‘* Country 
Solicitor ’’ does not mention his address, but clearly he is in 
Yorkshire, and his correspondent is ready to give ‘‘ all France 
for a Yorkshire moor track at sunset.’’ Surely the office boy 
had in his mind, or was it only coincidence, the exile’s lament : 

‘* The sun rises bright in France, 
And fair sets he 
But he has tint the blithe blink he had 
In my ain countree,’’ 
Let us hope he will return soon with many another temporary 
exile. : 
Lawyers and a League of Nations. 

WE Are glad to be able to state that the meeting for lawyers, 
which was held at Caxton Hall, Westminster, on Monday) at 
the instance of the League of Nations Speqjal Conference Com 
mittee, was well attended, and produced some very interesting 
speeches Lord ParMoor presided, and among those who 
spoke were Lord Buckmaster, Lord SHaw, Sir WAL'tER 
PHiILtimore, Sir Frepertck Pottock, and Mr. SamMver 
GaRRETT. We must reserve till next week the comments we 
wish to make on the subject under discussion 


Further Powers for the Food Controller. 

WE print elsewhere a new set of Defence of the Realm 
Regulations. The most important, perhaps, are those which 
extend still further the powers of the Food Controller We 
noticed at the beginning of the month (ante, p. 586) the 
extension to the Food Controller, as regards articles within his 
jurisdiction, of the powers conferred on the Admiralty, Army 
Council. and Minister of Munitions by Regulation 28 to take 
possession of war material, food, or stores The present 
Regulations make the like extension of Regulation 28, the 
effect being that the Food Controller can “‘ regulate, restrict, or 
prohibit the manufacture, purchase, sale, delivery | of 
or payment for, or other dealing in,’’ any article 
and uch articles may be required to | be 


41 


of food, 





640 


delivered and sold to the Food Controller The powers 
of the Food Controller are given specifically by 
Regulations 2F—2s, and these were already so extensive, that 
it would require a minute comparison of them with Regulation 


2 to discover why the present express extension of 2E was 

We presume the object is to 
Food Controller shall have the fullest powers of con 
the food supply of the country In addi 
9 


2c to the Food Controller, 
the Sub 


required make it quite clear 
that 


trolling in all way 


the 


tion to the extension of Regulation 


t number of changes are made in teculations 


ection (1) of Regulation 2e 1 implified and made more effec 
tive by the substitution of a provision enabling the Food Con 
troller genera to call for returns as to their businesses from 


persons engaged in the production, manutacture, purchase 


ale, di 
to which the power ot the Food Controller extend ’ 


tribution, transport, storage, or shipment of any article 


- and words 


ire added to Regulation 266 (ante, p. 433), giving him more 
complete control over food factories and _ store He may 
ve directions as to the work therein, with a view to making 


the factory, or the plant o1 labour therein, as useful as possi bl. 


ind Regulation 8cc is extended to 


for the production of food 


him so as to enable him to call for information as to any in- 
vention or process of manufacture The draftsman appears 
to have done his best to give the Food Controller absolute 
power in his own sphere How far this power can be effec 
tively used a matter for Lord Ruonppa and his staff of 


business advisers and assistants The 
vreater the submarine danger, the greater will be his and their 
and the greater, we do not doubt, the anxiety 
of the } ibhie t help them 


accountants and otner 


responsibility 


Defence of the Realm and Prohibition of 


Correspondence. 


By Recut! ATION 274 it is already forbid len to publish reports 


of secret sessions of Parliament, except such report. as is issued 
by the Official Pre Bureau, and there is a prohibition also of 
the publication of reports of or references to Cabinet meetings, 
ind Government confidential information generally Regula 
tion 2Z7aa has been made so as t ntroduce the like prohibi 
tion of reports of the proceedings of the Irish Convention 
And Regulation 24, which forbids the transmission by any 


ugh the 
sage to or from the United 
redrafted and ex 
to the trans 


person, without lawful authority (otherwise than thi 


post), of any letter or written me 
Kingdom ior any 


other person, has been 
tended so as ] 


to apply, with certain exceptions, 


mission of letters and written messages generally to or from 
the United Kingdom And Regulation 248 also has been re 
drafted so a to forbid the transmission by post, save by 
iuthority of t Admiralty or Army Council, of any printed 


or written matter, with certain exceptions, to any neutral 


country in Europe or America, or to any enemy country 
‘I he exception include letter and other postal ce rre spon 
lence ind commercial document but not newspapers We 
lo not know whether this foreshadows a further attempt to 
prevent expressions of opinion in this country from reac hing 
other countric If so, the policy is open to grave question 


Executory Contracts and War. 
Appeal in Rio Tinto Co. v 
26th 


hed b 


the Court ot 
(Ti ‘ 
tabli 


THE JUDGMENT of 
Mitel, Breher, d& ¢ 


f t 


inst.) 1s an interestin 


affirmation he rule e y Zine Corporation \ 


Hirsch (1916. 1 K. B. 541), that a pre-war contra: t. which is 
executor that is, remains wholly or in part unperformed at 
the utbreak of the war, and the performance ot which involves 


communication with the enemy. i rendered void bv the 
var so far as then unperformed The contract in a tion i! 
the present case which was made in October, 1913, between 
n English e« mpany and a German company, and was for the 

le of over two million tons of cupreous sulphur, to be shipped 


February, 1915, and 30th November, 
providing for suspension of shipments 
during war; but under other provisions of the contract com- 
have to take place with 
would have to be 


from Spain between Ist 
1919 ontained a clause 
the defendants 

notwithstanding 


munication would 


notice ror instance 


given 
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the suspension of deliveries, and hence the above principle 
applied, and the contract was avoided as from the outbreak of 
war. The cases on the effect of war on contracts have been 
numerous lately, and we hope to have an opportunity soon of 
reviewing them in some detail. 


Habeas Corpus and Internment. 

We REFERRED last week to the case of Hu 
(Times, 17th inst.), in which the Divisional Court decline 
grant a writ of habeas corpus in the case of Miss Howsin, who 


parte Hl sin 
i to 


has been interned for nearly two years under Regulation |4B 
of the Defence of the Realm Regulations. That Regulation 
was made in June, 1915, and we at once raised the question of 


validity That question has been set at rest by the decision 
of the House of Lords in Ladig's case (ante, p. 443: 1917, 
A. C. 260), the most interesting feature in which was the 
lissentient judgment of Lord Suaw, and, save in the unlikely 
event of Parliament interfering, the liberty of every person, 


British or not, against whom a case of public danger founded 
on “ hostile origin or associations’’ can be made out the 
satisfaction of the Home Office, is at the mercy of that office 


There must, indeed, be the recommendation of ‘‘ a competent 
naval or military authority, or of one of the Advisory Com- 
mittees,’’ and the Advisory Committees include two judges of 
the High Court. But there is no public investigation, nor, we 
believe, is there any formulated charge. In Miss Howsin’s 
case there appears to have been no irregularity in the pro- 
cedure under the Regulation, and the Court of Appeal! have 
affirmed (Times, 24th inst.) the*decision of the Divisional 
Court that the action of the Home Secretary cannot be ques- 
tioned on a writ of habeas corps. As a technical matter 
we are not prepared to dispute the correctness of the decision 
The power to intern has been the House of 
Lords hold—under statutory authority, and, as Lord Justice 
PrcxForp said, whether this power is too wide or no is not a 
question for the Court But, technicality apart, we doubt 
whether there can be any substantial ground for the indefinite 

mntinuance of the imprisonment of this lady, and on the facets 
1s disclosed there appears to be nothing to warrant it 


conferre1—so 


The ‘‘Law Quarterly Review” on Lord Shaw's 
Judgment. 
WE OURSELVES expressed our opinion of the decision in 


Zapic’s case—and of Lord SuHaw’s judgment—at the time 
the decision was given, and we are glad to see that our doubts 


is to its correctness are supported by the more deliberate 
pinion of the Law Quarterly Review Our learned con 
temporary refers to the possible extension that may be given to 


thé phrase ‘‘ hostile associations ’ 


What are ‘hostile associations The colours of Clare Col 
lege, Cambridge, are black and yellow; is that a hostile association 
vith Austria? Must they be continuing? If not, it seems that 
iny one of us who has ever corresponded with German colicagues, 


is liable to be interned as 4 
st and 
e gist 


or met them at a learned congress, 

suspected person at the will of the Home Office. Is so 

ugue a power really within the scope of the Act? This is t 

of Lord SHAW’s argument as we understand it.” 

¥ 7 ‘ ‘oI le 

We should be sorry for the parlous case of Clare College, 
Cambridge, did we not know that that ancient foundation 8 
now the home of a Staff Course for Officers; fortunate y= 
neighbour, Trinity Hall, which is, or used to be, specialy 
devoted to law, has the non-committal colours of black and 
white ; but such pleasantry apart, we are interested at the con 
clusion at which the Law Quarte rly Review arrives 


f 

Notwithst nding the respect due to the concurrent ©] ns ‘ 

Lord Frntay, Lord Duneptx, Lord Atkinson and Lord Wrex- 

BURY ve doubt whether the future editors or successors 0! \Nso 

and Dicey. weighing the whole matter when the stress var 8 
past. will be satisfied that Lord SHaw’s dissent was unfound d 

The Control of Recruiting. 
Service Tribuna will 


PRACTITIONERS BEFORE Military 
welcome Lord Dersy’s announcement that the Premier 48 
himself, with the acquiescence of the Director-General 10 
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Recruiting, propose to hand over to civil authorities the whole 
task of raising men for the Army. So urgent had become the 
need for some change in the present sys.em, that the Select 
Committee of the House engaged in the investigation into 
Medical Examinations felt it necessary on Thursday of last 
week to make an urgent) recommendation to that effect, 
although their labours are, as yet, far from completed. 
Recruiting under military control is open to various serious 
objections of a practical, not a doctrinaire, type. First comes 
the intellectual ‘‘ detachment’’ of Service men—a quality 
excellent in ordinary military affairs—which renders them in 
different to Press or Parliamentary criticism or Ministerial 
pledges. These are mere to the military world, 
which quite properly relies only on the official instructions 
issued to it by its superior authority, the Army Council 
Unfortunately, in the present case, one set of instructions were 
issued by the Army Council and laid on the table of the House 
of Commons, while secret circulars of a very different tenor 
were. issued privately to the Medical Boards. How this came 
about, and the reasons why it was done, are matters on which 
the Select Committee will doubtless form an opinion in due 
course, and express it in their Report ; at present no one else is 
qualified to do so. The next difficulty is the conflict, in the 
nature of things, between expert opinion expressed by an im 
partial witness and such an opinion expressed by an officer who 
believes that his superiors wish him to take a certain view. 
The Presidents of Medical Boards, themselves under military 
discipline, were in that unfortunate position—they could not 
exercise an untrammelled judgment on the medical facts before 
them in classifying recruits. Lastly, there comes the rigid 
military view, which assumes that a certain percentage of men 
in each category ought to be provided from each batch of 
recruits—much as it allows for a certain percentage of wastage, 
in sickness or spoiled equipment. The officer whose unit 
exceeds the estimated wastage is always under suspicion of 
“inefficiency ’’—a plan which may work well in ordinary 
administrative matters, but must fail in medical classification 


oa politics oe 


The Proposed Transfer of Recruiting to Civil 
Control, 


No DEFINITE scheme for effecting the proposed substitution 
of civilian for military recruiting has yet been put forward, but 
two hints have been given of its probable neture. The Select 
Committee propose that the Local Government Board should 
take upon itself this addition to its labours This 
obviously desirable, inasmuch as the Board is already charged 
with the supervision of the Military Service Tribunals. It 
would have the advantage of assimilating the position of 
attested to that of unattested men; at present the Tribunals 
deal with the former under Army Council Instructions, with 
the latter under Military Service Regulations. And the Local 
Government Board is staffed by a body of officials, many of 
them barristers, familiar with the intricacies.of local govern 
ment and magisterial procedure One weakness of the War 
Office has been that it has had to rely on the opinions of law 
officers, not themselves very familiar either with military o1 
magisterial law. The other probability —if one may treat some 
remarks of Lord Dery as significant—is that the Territorial] 
Associations may be given a share in the task. Early in the 
war Lord Esuer desired the raising of the proposed New 
Armies to be undertaken by the Territorial County Associa 
tions, with their unrivalled experience of local possibilities ; 
but Lord KircuEener vetoed the plan, a step which has gene 
rally been regarded as a mistake in policy. Until Lord 
Dersy became Director-General of Recruiting, and formulated 
the famous Derby Scheme, two systems of recruiting went on 
side by side in competition with one another—that of the 
Territorial Forces and that of the Regular Army. The forme: 
was superseded upon the advent of conscription. Probably the 
new scheme will hand over the work of recruiting and medica! 
examinations to the Advisory Committees. acting under the 
Territorial Associations, guided and controlled by the Local 
Government Buard. At present the Advisory Committees 


seems 





assist the Military Representative in considering applications 
for exemption, and might well take over from the Recruiting 


Officer the task of finding men. 


Workmen’s Compensation and Injury by 
Aircraft, 

SOME DISCUSSION has arisen in the public Press as to whether 
or not a workman, injured while at his work as the result of a 
Zeppelin or aeroplane bombardment, can claim compensation 
under the Workmen's Compensation Act, 1906 The test, of 
whether the injury was caused by an accident. arising 
out of and in the course of Three 
that the cause of the injury was 


course, 1S 
the employment conditions 


precedent have to be proved 


‘ 


ar accident, that it arose out of the employment, and that it 


occurred in the course of the employment As regards the 
first condition precedent, there can be no reasonable doubt that 
the effects of an enemy bomb, or even of our own shrapnel, 
‘ accidents The second condition is 
more difficult to satisfy ; it is necessary to shew that the risk is 
employment, and until recently the 


as distinct. from Seots, was to hold 


sho ild he recarded as 
incidental to the 
tendency of English cases, 
that a risk is not incidental to the workman’s employment 
all other people in the neighbourhood 

But, as a correspondent pointed out in our issue of 14th July, 
and as we ourselves ‘ 


when he shares it with 


the decision of 
HDR) 


hewed in a note last week, 
the House of Lords in Dennis v. White & Co 
kind in what are now commonly called 


(ante, p 
overrule iny view of thi 


** location ’’ case ie cases where the employee is injured 
while working at a spot in which, by the terms of hi employ 
The third condition, that the 


accident must take place ‘‘ in the course of the employment 


ment, he obliged to work 


may cause some difficulty Where the workman remains in 
no difficulty 
even under regulations enforced 
approach is 
given, it is conceivable that our courts might hold him dis 
entitled on the ground that the accident did not. arise ‘‘ in the 
In (oo pel v. North Bastern Rail 
an engine-driver left his engine to 


his workroom there i but if he leaves that room 
to take refuge in a basement 
by hi 


employer—when warning of the enemy’s 


course of his employment 

(32 TF. £,.. . both, 
take shelter during the bombardment of Hartlepool, and while 
so doing was killed by the splinter of a shell; it was held that 
lisentitled to recover statutory compensation ,; but 
now overruled by Dennis v. White & Co 


way lo 


he was 
prol ib] this « 
(supra) 


The Hour for the Opening of the Courts. 

Mr. Epwarp A 
Law Society, expressed his *belief that it would be of use to 
instead of the Law Court 
ranging from a quarter past ten to I] 


Bei, at the annual general meeting of tie 
members of the profession if, being 
open at various times, 
a.m., some standard time were fixed, and that to fix the opening 
of all the courts at 11 a.m 
having regard to the depleted staffs of niany firms 


would be a creat boon, €s per ially 
It was, he 
said, exceedingly difficult for solicitors to arrive at the courts 
earlier hour, because they had to put the machinery of 
starting Thi 
the time for opening of 


at an 
their offices in motion before opinion is worthy 
of consideration, but to fix eleven as 
the courts might, we think, involve much loss of time If 
Judves before that hour, 
an appre iable part of the day would be wasted It would be 
difficult. to postpone the present time for the rising ‘of the 
hortened that 
there would be a perceptible increase in the number of part 
It may be remembered that, at a recent inquiry 
into the working of the courts, 


were not required to reach the court 


courts, and the working day would be so far 
heard cases 
several of the witnesses were In 
favour of Saturday being removed from the list of working 
davs, on the ground that the change would be highly con- 
venient to witnesses and jurymen, and this course has been, 
to a very considerable extent, adopted The next step may be 
for these persons to ask for freedom on Mondays to enable them 
to return from a week-end holiday. It is not easy, perhaps in 

possible, to fix a time which is convenient to all the classes who 
are interested ; but it is especially important that sufficient time 


should be available for the working of the regular tribunals 
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Air Raids and the Rules of Evidence. 

A REPETITION of air raids by the enemy may remind us that 
they le to the law of evidence. 
The unsworn statement of a member of the Bar that a number 
ol aeroplanes were immediately over the roof of the Law Courts 
recently recel : 


id a disregard of 


occasionally 


wa ed by an experienced common law judge as 
proof of the fact, 
ot t tatement 
that } ri ot 


explosives a 


without any further inquiry as to the source 
The 
the 
other part of the building, and discouraged 
the rather hasty exit of It 
taken of 


he same le 


irned judge assumed as a fact 


court Wa as 


afe from the danger of 


many of those who were present 


may be i that judicial notice will hereafter be 


authorities, 


uppose 


the refuges recommended by the police 





Acceleration of Remainders. 
IIT, 

LeGAL Estates (cont.) 

the case 

to © tor Iile 


take 
Ilen. & 
, . 
il, remainder to D in fee, and ¢ 


Hlere D's 


In possession, accelerated, 


of a devise since the 


remainder to his first 
disclaims 
law estate is 


on clearly at 


which, once 


] 


y open to let in the mere po sibility at the 


equent 
would, if not 
2 ; 
Bu 
Protection 
its intended scope, 


umer which on birth of C son 


tate 


», which is headed 


become an e section 


newillg 


time after the 3lst day 
created before 


cal ible of 


the passing of 
effect, 
l eurrender or 
d n the same manner, in 
tt happened 
that the whole of the 
trument shall take effect as if, &c., but that 
hall effect as if, & We hav: 
that the Legislature meant 
to interfere with third parties, any further than was necessary 
tates, the The Legis 
hat in fact the particular estate has deter 
that the consequence that, at 
D state e accelerated: and that a 
ntingent remainder would be destroved : 
D ¢ 1 
quently open to | 1e 
It was t 


acceleration itself, w 


taking 


forteiture 


determi ion had t 


Statute does not sav 


dey take 


o warrant. | submit. for 


iVvinYg 


to protect, i t contingent remainder 
lature recognizes t 
mH l l I l W 


was law, 


1 consequence of 
, ones state in possession would not subse 
ent remainder should it vest 
the not the 
is I clear on the 

The Legislature needs no 


conting 


consequence ol acceleration, 


, ith 
words) the Legislature was dealing 


judicial prece 


which | submit is 


lent to enable it to accomplish its will; but, sup 
f a precedent in which an 
pen to let in a contingent remainder, it had it 
From the time 
know as the rule in 


tablished (as many authorities 


posing it needed the moral comfort « 


estate would « 
in full in one 
f Ed. 3, 


of 
NShelle ; ie Wa 


/ 


particu 


the 


' 
ar and exceptional case 


when rule which we now 
absolutely « 
in Statham'’s Abridgment shew) there had been continual illus 
trations of this opening of an estate 

Thus, if A 


tition to re-ente 


on 
off 


his marriage had enfeoffed another on con 
him, A, remainder to A’s first and 
in tall, to the heirs the 
body or the heirs of A, the condition per- 
formed: A had till birth of a son either an estate tail or 
simple as the case might be On a strict 
to the re-enfeoffment would at have 
created and simultaneously destroyed the contingent remainder 

A on considered too absurd Con 
equentiy it became a rule that the ve settlement itself should 
not. have this result, but that A’s estate, in tail or fee simple, 
should, at the birth of his son, open to let in the son’s estate 
A would then become seised for life, remainder to his son in 
under t« Lewis Boutes’ (11 


tor lite, 


other oO! remainder of 


and was 


a tee adher 


ence principle once 


but such a result wa 


rv 


tail, rer himself in tail or fee CASE 





Co. Fearne, 


PP 


Rep. 79b); Boothby v. Vernon (9 Mod. 147); 
36, 339-349; Co. Litt. 28a. 

But though the very settlement or devise would not simul. 
taneously create and destroy a contingent remainder, this fact 
did not prevent A, by subsequent and independent act, him- 
self destroying, or voluntarily suffering the destruction of, the 
contingent remainder before it vested. Of this Lyerton y 
Vassey (3 C. B. N. S. 338) and Thom ps m v. Leach (2 Vent 
198) are well known instances; and see Co. Litt Hale's 
note, Hargrave’s note; Fearne Cont. R. 346. 

Mr. Sweet (ante, p. 374) asserte that the Legislature ignored 
the Real Property Commissioners’ suggestion that the next 
vested remainder should be entitled to interim rents and 
profits; but this is an assumption of the whole point in 
dispute On the contrary, I contend that the Legislature's 
words are carefully phrased so as to give effect to this sugges- 
tion 

Now ke Scott (supra) cannot fairly be called a di 
contrary to my contention. That was a case of a legal devise 
A for life, remainder to A’s sons in tail, remainder to C; A 
heir at law, and, while childless, disclaimed. WaArriINGTON, 
J., held (1) that the remainder was not accelerated, and 
that, 

fe passed into residue The second point I have discussed in 
my first article in L.Q.R. (Vol. 32, p. 83). But as to the first 
point, neither judge nor counsel referred to the section 
noticed 


28a, 


wa 
2) 


there being a residuary devise, the interim rents for A’s 


ind 
the early authorities on acceleration We 
conceive then that his lordship, were he still a judge of first 
instance, or any other judge of first instance, would be fully 
justified in considering the whole matter afresh ; indeed, that 
a judge of first instance should do so. It is not as if we had 
had the benefit of his lordship’s opinion on the question 

But it has been suggested by Mr. Sweer that the section may 
not apply to the case of disclaimer: see L.Q.R., vol 
p. 133 In its strictest legal significance ‘‘ surrender 
doubt ‘‘ properly is a yielding up an estate for life or years to 
him that hath the immediate estate in reversion or remainder 
the for life or years may drown by mutual 
agreement between them ’”’ Co. Litt. 337b:; 
claimer differs in being the refusal of an estate whic] 
donee has never actually accepted In Urewe v. Dicken (4 Ves 
96) certain unfortunate trustees were taught the distinction at 
heavy expense to themselves. But the word may have a wider 
sense (compare the divers legal senses of the phrase tene 
ments ’’) For instance, the phrase may apply to an exrtin¢ 
tion. Thus it was determined, perhaps wrongly, that fee 
simple in freeholds might be surrendered to the lord: see 
Perkins, s. 585, who also speaks of a “ surrender ’’ of 
charge to the owner of the land causing an extinguishment, 
sections 591, 595, 606; see also Litt. s. 550. And to this day 
copyhold tenant selling his copyhold to his lord ‘‘ surrenders os 
the same to the lord to do therewith his will, which extinguishes 
the old copyhold tenure: Watkins’ Copyholds, Vol. I., pp. 430 
et seq 

Again 
union of two estates in corporeal hereditaments in the 
person in the same right A rentcharge in fee simple in A 
‘‘ merged ’’ in the fee simple of the estate 


were not 


wherein estate 


wherea 


a rent- 


‘merger ’’ no doubt is in strictness the result of the 


ime 


will not be strictly 
whereout it issues ; on A’s acquisition of the estate it will be i 
strictness ‘‘ extinguished,’’ not merged; Litt. ss. 222, 224 
Co. Litt. 147a, 148b, 149b, 150b; Challis, 76, 78 Yet the 
phrase merger is often applied to denote “‘ extinguishment ’ Mn 
such cases: see Precedents of Release in K. & E., 8th ed., Vol 
IT., pp. 410, 412 

In the case we have supposed, by the disclaimer t 
mainder is at law accelerated and the life estate extinguis! 
the same result that would attend a ‘‘surrender”’ or “‘ 
construed in the narrowest sense. Are we to imagin 
courts so technical as to have held between 1845 and 1877, had 
the occasion arisen, that the contingent remainder would have 
been destroved in the following circumstances? Rentcharge 
in fee simple settled on A for life, remainder to his sons who 
attain twenty-one in tail, remainder to the heirs of A 
Blackmore, out of which the rent: issues, is later devised to A 
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in fee simple, or descends on A, in either case before birth of a 
son ; if ‘‘ merger ’’ is to be construed in its narrowest sense, the 
contingent remainder in the rent was destroyed. 

Surely there is nothing to appal in our construction of the 
Statute. A fee simple can be given to a man with a gift over 
at his own death on a contingent event; d@ fortiori, on a contin- 
gent event on another’s death; Conisky v. Bowring Hanbury 

1905, A. C. 84; see the decree). No objection could, it 
would seem, be taken to these limitations, viz., to A in fee 
simple, but at the death of B, whether before or after A’s 
death, B having had issue male, to the first and other sons of 
I in tail male with remainder to A in fee simple 

B. EquitaBLe LimiraTions 1n DEEDS orn WILLS. 

We should have liked to follow out by reference to recorded 
decisions before the Statute of Uses, the cases in which, 
administering the old equitable use, the Lord Chancellor fol 
lowed, or did not follow the rules of law applicable to like legal 
limitations; but space forbids Suffice it to say that, before 
the Statute, the old equitable use was not even an estate in 
equity. It was nothing more than a right of suit in equity 
for a subpeena. Where reason suggested that the rules ot 
common law should be applied to the use, the Chancellor 
applied them. Where it did not, he was free from the 
trammels of the common law, which held cestui que use in 
occupation to be a mere trespasser, and refused him ll 
remedy. 

Any rule of the common law founded on its determination 
to maintain the certainty of the person as the feudal tenant to 
perform services, and be defendant to suits touching the land, 
could have no possible application to the equitable use. The 
seisin being full of the feoffee to uses, the requirements of the 
law were satisfied; indeed, the law wholly ignored the use 
Accordingly, the Chancellor allowed what we may, for con- 
venience, misname equitable freeholds in futuro, contingent 
remainders of the use, and also the resulting and shifting of 
the use. 

Thus, when a grantor or testator has granted or devised to 
trustees either his whole legal fée, or the legal fee for A’s life 
either upon trusts for A during his life, or without trust at all 
declared for the period of A’s life, with remainder to or upon 
trust for B, it followed before the Statute, and now follows 
that there is no reason to infer that, should A refuse the 
bounty, or the life interest of A be avoided by Statute, or 
there should be declared no trusts for A’s life, the donor 
intends to prefer B by acceleration, to himself or his heir; 
and that to allow of such acceleration a clear indication of 
acceleration must be found on the face of the instrument 
The presumption is that there is a resulting trust for the donor 
or his heir: Y.B. 37 Hen. 6, Trin.. pl. 23; FitzHerb., Suh 
pena (1); Cranmer’s case (Dyer, 310a) ; Carrick v. Errington 
(2 P. Wms. 361: 5 Bro. P. C. 390); Sidney v. Shelley (19 
Ves. 352); Sydenham v. Treqenwell (3 Dow. 194); Lainson 
v. Lainson (18 Beav. 1,5 D. M. & G. 754); Re Willis (1917, 
1 Ch. 365) 

In the last case an intention to accelerate was clearly found 
on the old principle of Gardner v. Sheldon (Vaughan, 259: 
Tudor R. P. C., p. 388) in the ultimate trust for the 
testator’s right heir. This shewed (there was a residuary devise 
on similar trusts) that the testator did not intend the dis 
claimant who was his heir to take as such till all the prior 
uses failed; hence necessarily an accelerating intention in 
favour of the intermediate trusts was shewn. No one can say 
that that only can be good as a trust which. as a legal limitation 
it law would be good. Were this so, then to this day spring 
ing and shifting uses, and the ordinary real property marriage 
settlement would be totally unknown to our law. Nay, to this 
day we settle by deed leaseholds for years to go with freeholds 
by assigning the whole term to trustees upon trusts to corre 
spond, &c. This we do simply because at law a term of years 
cannot be settled in succession, but vests entirely in the first 
taker, and because the Statute of Uses does not operate in 
regard to a term of years already created at the date of the 


deed. 





The controversy between Mr. Sweer and the writer rests on 
this fundamental basis—that he asserts, and the writer denies, 
that disclaimer avoids the estate disclaimed ah tnitio 

FREDERICK EDWARD FARRER. 


War Aims. 


From time to time we have stated in these columns the effect of 
liplomatic notes and other similar documents, by way of informa- 
tion and record, not with a view to comment. The present seems 
to be a convenient time to deal in this manner with the various 
Notes and Declarations which have marked the past half year; not 
that they are otherwise than familiar, but it may be interesting 
and useful, now that there is a tendency for the belligerent countries 
to restate their position, to pass them shortly in review 





lHeE GERMAN Peace Nore or December, 1916. 


The period naturally opens with the German Peace Note of 
12th December, 1916, which was communicated to the United States 
for transmission to the Entente Powers. It emphasized the strength 
of the military position of the Central Powers; it affirmed that 
they had been constrained to take up arms “ for the defence of 
their existence and freedom for their national development,”’ and 
ontinued ; 

They do not seek to crush or annihilate their adversaries. 
Conscious of their military and economic strength, and ready to 
carry on to the end the struggle that is forced upon them, but 
animated at the same time by the desire to stem the flood of 
blood and to bring the horrors of war to an end, the four 
Allied Powers propose to enter now into peace negotiations 
They feel sure that the propositions which they would bring 
forward, and which would aim to assure the existence, honour, 
and free development of their peoples, would be such as to 
serve as a basis for the restoration of a lasting peace.’ 

The Czar answered unfavourably by an Army Order dated 25th 
December, aflirming that the time for peace negotiations had not 
arrived; the enemy had not been driven out of the occupied 


provinces; and “the attainment by Russia of the tasks created 
by the war—the regaining of Constantinople and the Dardanelles, 
is well as the creation of a Poland from all three of her now in 
complete tribal districts—has not yet been guaranteed and an 


informal answer was given by Mr. Lioyp Georce in the House of 
Commons on 20th December, when he said that Germany made,no 
proposals, and that her invitation to negotiate could not be enter 
tained unless she was “ prepared to accede to the only terms on 
which it is possible for peace to be obtained and maintained in 
Europe,’ terms which he repeated from Mr, Asquirn’s statement 

Complete restitution, full reparation, effectual guarantees,’’ and 

Sal 1 
The Allies entered this war to defend Europe against the 
aggression of Prussian military domination, and, having began 
it, they must insist thaé the only end is the most complete and 
effective guarantee against the possibility of that caste ever 
again disturbing the peace of Europe.” 

But the formal Reply to the German Peace Note was the joint 
Note of the Allied Powers, and was sent to the United States 
Ambassador in Paris on 30th December, The leading points in it 
were: “A mere suggestion, without statement of terms, that nego- 
tiations should be opened is not an offer of peace.” The German 
Peace Note was a sham proposal “ founded on a calculated misrepre 
sentation of the character of the struggle in the past, the present, 
and the future As for the past, it took no account of the facts, 
dates. and figures, which shewed that the war was provoked by 
Germany and Austria-Hungary. As for the present, it rested on a 

war map”’ of Europe alone. which represented nothing more than 
a superficial and passing phase of the situation, and not the 
real strength of the belligerents. As for the future, the disasters 
caused by the German declaration of war, and the innumerable 
outrages committed by Germany and her allies, demanded penalties, 
reparation, and guarantees. Of these Germany made no mention ; 
the object of her overtures was to end the war by imposing a German 
peace 

Once again the Allies declare that no peace is possible so 
long as they have not secured reparation for violated rights 
ind liberties. recognition of the principle of nationalities, and 
of the free existence of small States; so long as they have not 
brought about a settlement calculated to end once and for all 
forces which have constituted a perpetual menace to the nations, 
and to afford the only effective guarantees for the futtre 
security of the world.”’ 

The Note concluded with a statement of the special position of 
The incident was closed by a Note from Germany to the 


>.) . 
rt im 





644 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. 














July 28, 1917 











Neutral Powers 
reply impossible ; 
war fell 


that the form of the Allies’ Note made a 
history would judge on whom the blame for the 


sAa\ 


Ing 


Its judgment will as little pass over the encire ling policy of 


England, the revanche policy of France, and Russia's aspiration 
after Constantinople, as over the provocation by Serbia, the 
Serajevo murde and the uplete Russian mobilization 
which meant war on Germany 

Che Note protested the sincerity of the German peace offer, and 
repudiated as ilumnies the accusations against German war 
methods in Belyviur It charged various violations of International 
Laws against the Allies—the renunciation of the Declaration of 
London, the violation of the Declaration of Paris, with the conse 
quent state of lawlessness in the war at sea, and the starvation 
campaign against Germany; and declared that Germany and her 
Allies ‘‘ made an honest atte mpt to terminate the war and pave the 
way for an understanding among the belligerents 

Cue Unirep States’ Attemprep Mepratioy, 

Coincident in time, but quite separate in intent, was the attempt 
at mediation made by President Wiison by his Note to the belli 
gerents of 20th December In this he suggested that ‘an early 
occasion [should] be sought to call out from all the nations now 
at war such an avowal of their respective views as to the terms 
upon which the war might be concluded, and the arrangements 
which would be deemed satisfactory as a guarantee against its 
renewal or the kindling of any similar conflict in the future. as 
would make it possible frankly to compare them and he called 
attention to the fact “that the objects which the statesmen of 
the belligerents on both sides have in mind in this war are virtually 
the same, as stated it neral terms to their own people and to the 
world After spe ing these he said 

Fach is ready to consider the formation of a league of 
nations to insure peace and justi throughout the world 
Before that fina step can be taken, however, each deems it 
necessary first to settle the issues of the present wat upon 
terms which will certainly safeguard the independence, the 
territorial integrity, and the political and commercial freedom 
of the nations involved.’ 

And he continued 

Phe concrete jects for which the war is being waged have 
never been definitely stated [he leaders of the several belli 
gerents have as has been said stated those « bjects in general 
terms But, stated in general terms, they seem the same on 
both sides Never yet have the authoritative spokesmen for 
either side avowed the precise objects which would, if attained 
satisfy them and their people that the war had been fought 
ut 

In reply t s Note, Germany suggested an immediate exchange 
of views, and n the sense of the declaration made on 12th 
December, which held out a hand for peace negotiations,” it pro 
pr sed ‘‘an immediate meeting of delegates of the belligerent States 
it some neutral place But as to any declaration of war aims it 
was silent The Reply f the Allies was dated Paris, 10th 
January It took strong exception to the similarity suggested by 
President Winson between the aims of the opposing States, and 
declared it impossible then to bring about a peace which should 
assure to them “the reparation, the restitution, and the guarantees 


to which they are entitled by the aggression for which the responsi 


bility lies on the Central Powers.” The Allied nations are con 
scious that they are fighting. not for selfish interests, but above all 
to safeguard the independence of peoples, right, and humanity.”’ 
The Note stated as an established historical fact “ the aggressive will 
of Germany and Austria to ensure their mastery over Europe, and 


dominati ver world ind recapitulated the 


their economi m the 
many instances in the war in which Germany had shewn “ her syste 


matic contempt every principle of humanity and of all respect 
for small State n proportion as the conflict has developed, the 
attitude of the Central Powers and of their Allies has been a 
continual challenge to humanity and civilization As to Mr 
Witson’s request for a definition of war aims, the Allies found n 


difficulty in answering it 

Their war aims are well known: they have been repeatedly 
defined by the heads of their various Governments. These war 
aims will only be set forth in detail, with all the compensa 
tions and equitable indemnities for harm suffered, at the 
moment of negotiation jut the civilized world knows that 
they imply, necessarily and first of all, the restoration of 
Belgium, Serbia, and Montenegt with the compensations due 
to them; the evacuation of the invaded territories in France 
in Russia, in Rumania, with just reparation; the reorganiza 
tion of Europe, guaranteed by a stable régime, and based at 


once on respect for nationalities and on the right to full security 






tions and international settlements such as to guarantee lan: 
and sea frontiers against unjustified attack; the restitutio: 
of provinces formerly torn from the Allies by force or against 
the wish of their inhabitants; the liberation of the Italians. a 
f the Slavs, Rumanes, and Czecho-Slovaks from foreig 
the setting free of the populations subject to t] 










































































also 


domination ; 


bloody tyranny of the Turks; and the turning out of Euroy 
of the Ottoman Empire as decidedly foreign to Western 
civilization.’ 

The Note was accompanied by a letter from Mr, Batrovr, a 


Foreign Secretary, dated 13th January, explaining the specia 
attitude of this country, and stating the belief entertained her 
that peace could not be durable if it was not based on the success 
the Allied cause 
For lurable peace can hardly be expected unless thre: 
conditions are fulfilled. The first is that the existing caus 
of international unrest should be as far as possible removed 
weakened The is that the aggressive aims and tl. 
unscrupulous methods of the Central Powers should fall into 
disrepute among their own peoples. The third is that behind 
international law, and behind all treaty arrangements for p 





a 


second s 


venting or limiting hostilities, some form of international 
sanction should | levised which would give pause to the 
hardiest aggressor.’’ 
rhe incident was closed by a speech of President W1ILson to th 
Senate on 22nd January, in which he contrasted the absence of 
terms in the German reply with the “ sufficient definiteness ” of th« 
arrangements, guarantees, and acts of reparation” which the 


Entente Powers deemed to be the indispensable conditions of a satis 
factory settlement. He thought the detinite discussion of the pea 
h should end the war had been brought nearer. The war 
be ended, but so far as American participation for the guarante: 
future was concerned, it made a great deal of differen 
As matters ther 
Tl 


whi nust 


first 
if peace 
in what way anid 
stood, America 
f peace would be 


upon hat terms it was en led. 
uld have no voice in determining what the te 
but they would, Mr. Wrison said, have a vou 


W 


we 


in determining whether they should be made lasting or not 
the guarantees of a universal covenant,”’ and as to such guarante: 
he said, in a passage which we quoted at the time (ante, p. 210) 


It will be absolutely necessary that a force be created as 
guarantee of the permanency of the settlement so much great 
of any nation now engaged cr any allian 
projected, that no nation, no probal 
uld face or withstand it. If the pea 
presently to be to endure, it must be a peace mail 
organised major force of mankind. 


than the force 
hitherto formed 
combination of nations 


or 
‘ 
ade a 


18 


nh 
secure by the 
And as to the peace which could be thus guaranteed, it must 


a peace securing a tranquil Europe, for that only could be a stab 


EKurvpe. There must be, not a balance of power, but a communi! 
f power ; not organized rivalries, but an organized common pea 
And Mr. Witsox, observing that the statesmen of both of the groups 


f nations arrayed against one another had stated, in terms tha 
ould not be misinterpreted, that it was no part of their purpos« 
erush their antagonists, said that this, aceording to his interpreta 
a“ peace without victory’ ‘only a peace 
between equals can last; only a peace the very princirle of whi 
is equality, and a common participation in a common benefit 
And this equality required that there must be equality of right ; 
difference in right between big nations and small. Next, the pea 
must recognize that Governments derive all their just powers f1 
the consent of the governed, and “that no right anywhere exists 
to hand peoples about from potentate to potentate as if they were 
property.” As an instance of this, there must be a united, in 
pendent, and autonomous I land Moreover, “so far as pra 
vreat people, struggling for the full development 
should be assured a direct outlet 
the great highways of the sea; either by cession of territory ©! 
where this could not be done, by the neutralization of direct ri 
of way. under the general guarantee which will assure the pea 
itself. And he added The paths of the sea must alike in law 
and in fact be fre a I 
peace, equality, there 
limitation of arn 
“There can be no sense of safety and equality among 
nations if great and preponderating armaments are hencefort! 
to continue here and there to be built and maintained. T! 
statesmen of the world must plan for peace, and nations mus! 
adjust and accommodate their policy to it as they have plann d 
for war and made ready for pitiless contest and rivalry. Thé 
question of armaments, whether on land or on sea, is the m 
immediately and intensely practical question connected with t] 
future fortunes of nations and of mankind.’ 
Since that speech much has happened ; notably the unrestricted 


tion, implied, first of all 


I 


ticable, eve ry 


its resources and its powers, 
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vat, and at the same time upon territorial conven 
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submarine war by Germany ; the entry into the war of the Unit 
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States, which was the result, and the revolution in Russia, with its 
temporary diminution of power on the side of the Allies, and with a 
future which none yet can with contidence foresee. But the declara 
tions we have so far summarized, though they may be recast in 
deference to the force of events, and with a view to securing a basis 
for negotiation, stand as the views of the Entente Powers and 
President WiLson up to the beginning of this year. The views of 
Germany had to be gathered from her acts rather than from any 
explicit statement which she had then made 
(Lo be continued.) 


Reviews. 
Statute Law. 

Currty’s Statutes oF Pracrican UTiity ARRANGED iN ALPHA 
BETICAL AND CHRONOLOGICAL ORDER Wirth Nores AN INDEX! 
Vol. 18, Part I] CONTAINING STATUTES oF PRACTICAL UTILITY 
Passtp IN 1916, wirn ILNCORPORAT! ENACTMENTS AND SELECTED 
Sratutory RuLes. By W. H. AcGs, M.A., LL.M., Barrister-at 
Law Sweet & Maxwell (Limited); Stevens & Sons (Limited los 

PATTERSON'S PRACTICAL STATUTES Pus PRACTICAL STATUTES OF THE St 
s10N 1916 (6 & 7@ Ger , WITH Notes, ‘LABLE OF STATUT! Kt 
PEALED, AND AMENDED Lists OF LOCAL AND PERSONAL AN 
PRIVATE ACTS, AND A Coplu INDEX Edited by W. De Bra 
HersertT, M.A., LL.M., Barrister-at-Law fhe rield and Quee 
Horace Cox Limited), Law limes Office l2s. 6d 


As is well known, the attention of Parliament was almost entirely 


taken up last year, as it still ts, with war legislation, and thus is 


the chiet feature in the two useful books betore us, which enable the 


lawyer to keep his acquaintance with statute law up to date. ‘Thi 
hiel statute of general interest passed during the year was t 
Larceny Act, 1916, which consolidated and simplitied the law 
larceny. In“ Chitty’s Statutes ”’ this is very fully annotated \ 
is well known, the consolidation of the law on any subject does 
not absolve the practitioner Irom the necessity ol conmsuiting t 
previous authorities, and the large numiber of cases which are 
llected for the explanatk n or illustration of the new statute w 


found very usetul. Of the war leyislation, that which is 


vreatest interest is the part introducing conscription tor the period 


f the present war. As our own discussion of the Military Service 
Acts has shewn, the system established by the two Act t 191¢ 
has proved fertile in technical and practical difliculties, and here 
ugain the editor has rendered good service by the full notes in 
which he has explained thei operati n Lhe Appendix of Statutory 
Regulations includes the Military Service Regulations (Amend 


ment) Order, 1916, of Ist June, containing the Regulations for the 
Military Tribunals, and the Local Government circular of 3rd 


Kebruary, 1916, explaining the first Military Service Act. Both 


the statute part of the book, and the Appendix of Regulations, will 
be found of great practical utility in dealing with questions in 
dental to the war, 

The size of * Paterson’s Practical Statutes’ makes it a handiet 
book for carrying about, where reference is required elsewhere 
than in chambers or at the oflice; and for the same reason it does 
not pretend to the same amplitude of notes as the volume we have 
just Leen referring to. It covers a different period from that of 
“Chitty,”’ and consequently this volume contains only the second 
Military Service Act, the first having been printed in the previous 
volume. (Occasional references are given to recent decisions, but 
the object is rather to furnish a convenient guide to the statute 
themselves than to include many references to case law, and 
the editor contents himself with such notes as will explain the pra 
tical working of the Acts ihis is a convenient method for the 
practitioner whose main object is to get at once to their actual 
provisions, 


Book of the Week. 
The Law Quarterly Review Edited by the Right Hon. Sin 
FrepertcK Potiock Bart., D.C.L., LL.D. July, 1917. Stevens 
& Sons (Limited). 5s. net 


Correspondence. 


Estate Duty on Annuities. 

[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reparter. ] 
Siu Replying to C. T.’s inquiry, it was suflicient in my own 
ise to show the Revenue a written request by the residuary legate 
to the executors to appropriate certain investments for paymen 
the annuity My counsel advised that this was in effect a settler 


eon 
| 


of the investments by the legatee on himself subject to the lif 
interest of the annuitant, and the Revenue accepted this view 


22nd July, 1917. Lincoin’s Inn. 
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Court of Appeal. 


SPENCER v. OWNERS OF THE SS. ‘LIBERTY 


Yth and 10th July. 
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MEYDEW v. CHATTERLEY WHITFIELD COLLIERIES 


loth and Ilt July. 
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Hleld, that ti if i the regulati n, which wae in force in thie reatricted application, and only applies to cases of defect of title 
clliery, was t tmat t/ phere f the workman's employment. It ought not to be extended to cases in which the reasons on which it i 


shewed that the t no part of the work for which he wa based do not apply 
engaged ai ere wcwde}r t out of the em- Where the vend s wcapacity to convey is due to the mortgagq 








ple yment re ju l to relea d » pecunmary inab lit y ft pay off the morty 
Appeal by th , fen ‘or f his Honour Jud vey that 18 a defect r eyance and not a defect of title, and gives 
to a claim by t vaser for general dam 1ge 


at the county « rt, irsien vllant was a lad wh 4 
working for some tin t olliery in variou ities Day + ! on (1899, 2 Ch, 520) and Engel v. Fitch (1869, 4 @ 


Shortly before the ident |} raged to ive a horse ¢ t : 
and while so employs he g ‘ ‘ » ride to the ere I Vi summons In an administration action to determine whet 
the wagor were t taken ad his lamp with him. 4 laim f eneral damages could be substantiated against the estat: 
trucks e el I | t vf rk $e lam zo out, | ¢ sed vendo ving to his failure to carry out a contra 
and vas left in te « n n hi iden said the hors easol his gy ul » to obtain a return of the property from 
had no reins r i es ppe ubt 1e calle 1 lortgagees, « the claim should be restricted to the costs 
! ! estigating the title. The Master allowed a claim for 
deposit and for costs, but disallowed the claim f 
r res There was de ty in the matter I 
ed at the date { the testator’s deat 
May, 1913, the purchasers had accepts 
form of the conveyance, and the mat 
vhen ‘difficulties arose in consequence 
! es of the testator, the mort 
r mortuvaye The 





mortyvagcees 
d, and so 
ny lete which 
rminating ne contract 
e deposit and damages was not de 
reach, and that if the property had been | 
ibility for damages, but being re t 
nages | ld not be recovered, and the 1 
2 Wm. BI as explained in many lat 
Ve 


1 
ral dat 
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onsidered judgment, said 
, n whether a purchaser 
is failed to perform his cont 
| the property by a mortgag 
rain, or is limited to 
here has died 
for the administrat 
first general certilicat 
bristol] Tram 
ilure of the test 
vember, 1912, for the sale of 
l Situate at Clifton, Bristol and 
ed the St. Vincent's Rocks Hotel. In addit 
deposi f £50 and interest thereon, which has sir 
the rel to them of the deposit, the company clai 
146. ( respect of costs, charges, and expens¢ 
1e COI ny in and about the purchase, and also a sum 
neral damages The Master has allowed a sum of £37 1s 
costs incurred by the company, but has taken the 
damages are not recoverable at all, and hae theref 
vith the evidence as to the amount, if any, of such gener 
rhe company are now applying to the Court to vary tl 





part of t certificate which relates to their claim by allowing t 
claim for general damage [he contract fixed the purchase price 
£1,000, of which a sum of £50 was paid as a deposit, ard nam: 
December, 1912, as the day for completion. Some delay t 
the matter, and the title had not been approved before t 
‘ h occurred on 11th December, 1912. But, 
1913, the company had accepted the t 
testator the form of « nveyance and 
At this juncture, however, diffi 
requirements of mortgagees of the 
’ or £5,000, comprising both the | 
Id and 1e t u ! s Rocks Hotel These properties wer 
extent connected or intermixed physically. And though tl 
had had a easonable expectation that his mortgas 
release the property sold on payment of the purchase price 
vhen the mortgagees came to consider the actual ter 
nveyance they declit join and release, except with cert 
ions and stipulations which the company were not bound 
prepared to | company accordingly called or 
executors omplet the purchase as arranged, and 


for that ‘ ay off the mortgagees and obtair 


3 the testator's executors were unabl 
1 of the testator s estat« vy} nh was] 
rccordin y, on 15th January, 1914 
form ‘ them to complete the matt 
° .. « # i mont n the fail do so gave a further notice ter 
High Court—Chancery Division, _ | inating the contract and claiming return of the deposit of £50 
< lamage " e ¢ ent a ‘ om mer these circumstance t 
Re DANIEL. DANIEL v. VASSALL Sargant, J. 5th June: 7 1 | ‘ hi ere | ee! breach on the part 
3rd July . { ' esta of the cor ve entered into; and it 


VENDOR AND PURCHAS? AT! NDOR INABILITY TO OBTAIN : t rt ' execurors : milar case val i 
Reruran or Prover tO LTGA NERAL DAMAGI I ~ sali choses sags beer b ability f 

a release of the per e 

n that pereonal estate het r 

' y or in common with other personal estate Bit t 

nded n the part of the testator’s executor that the case ? 


the rule in Flureau v. Thornhill (2 Wm. Bl. 1078) as expound: 
Bain vy. Fothergill (L. R. 7 H. L. 158), and followed in other cases 
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of which the most important for the present case is Day v. Singleton 
(1899, 2 Ch. 320) That the present case is not within the exact 
terms of the decision in Flureau vy. Thornhill is clear, for that deci- 
sion merely covers cases in which the incapac ty of the vendor 
arises from a defect in his title, while here the incapac ity 3 
due, not to any defect in title, but to the refusal of the 
mortgagee to release, and to the pecuniary inability of the 
testator and his estate to pay the mortgages off. Nor do I think that 
the case is within the spirit of the rule in Flureau Thornhill. For, 
as is pointed out by Lord Lindley, when M.R., in Day v. Singleton, at 

329, it is an anomalous rule based upon and justified by difficulties 
in shewing a good title to real property in this country. Now there is no 
special difficulty in obtaining a release of real estate that is in mortgage 
All that is required in general, and all that was requisite here, was to 
pay off the mortgage or a sufficient part of it to satisfy the mortgagees ; 
ind, but for the lack of pecuniary means, the testator and his estate 
vere in a position to force the concurrence of the mortgagees. And 
this being so a further remark of Lord Lindley in the same passage 
becomes apposite, namely, that the anomalous rule in question ought 
not to be ‘extended to cases in which the reasons on which it is 
based do not apply.”’ But it was argued by Mr. Luxmoore that the 
case of Day Vv Singleton was like the « mewhat similar case of Engel Vv 
Fitch (1869. 4 Q. B. 659), a case of wilful default or bad faith. that 
the decision in each of these cases was really based on this fact, and 
that it is only in such cases that a vendor ie liable. I cannot, however, 
think that this is so. It seems to me that these cases establish that 
contracts for the sale of real estate, like other contracts for sale, cast 
on vendors a general liability for damages for non-fulfilment of con- 
tract, subject only to an exception in a very special and limited class 
of cases, and that unless a case is brought within that special clase the 
general rule applies. In Day v. Singleton the question of the vendor’s 
contract was material, because, on the view taken by the Court, it pre- 
vented the case from falling within the special clases by reason of the 
failure, due in part, not to inability to make a title, but to deliberat: 
abstention from doing so. But if the case, as here, is outside the special 
lass of exception for another reason, namely, because it is a case 
merely of inability to convey, the question of conduct ts immaterial, 
and the vendor is liable for non-fulfilment of contract wholly irre 
spective of misconduct The question, indeed, seems to me to be 
vered bv the following passage in the judgment of Lord Hatherley in 
Bain v. Fotherqil, at p 209, viz. : ‘The vendor in that case (Hnqel 
v. Fitch) was bound by his contract, as every vendor is bound by his 
contract, to do all that he could to complete the conveyance. Whenever 
it is a matter of conveyancing and not of title, it is the duty of the 
vendor to do everything that he is enabled to do by force of his own 
interest, and also by force of the interest of others whom he can 
compel to concur in the conveyance.’” Here I think that the vendor 
could ‘‘ complete the conveyance,’’ and could compe] the mortgagees to 
join in the conveyance within the meaning of that passage; and that 
their pecuniary inability to do so forms no better defence than it 
ordinarily does to a claim for breach of contract Can it be doubted, 
for instance, that in Engel v. Fitch, if the omission of the vendor to 
bring an action to dispossess the actual occupier had been due to lack 





of means, the decision would nevertheless have been precisely the same? 
At one time I entertained a doubt whether some difference might not 
be caused in the present case by the fact that the mortgagees’ refusal 
to release arose out of difficulties arising from or connected with the 
fact of the property sold being real estate, and being physically inter 
mixed with the rest of the property subject to the mortgage. But 
ultimately I have come to the conclusion that this doubt is unfounded 
It is pretty clear that the mortgagees’ reluctance to convey in the way 
contracted for would have been overcome if they had been paid a 
sufficient part of their mortgage money to leave the remainder well 
secured, notwithstanding that the hote] had not obtained the reservation 
and stipulation they were seeking. And even if this were not so, it was 
always open to the testator’s executors, apart from their pecuniary 
disability, to pay the mortgages off altogether His lordship ther 
dealt with the question of the amount of damages recoverable, and 
issessed them at £125 Counser,, Waugham, K C., and F. K Archer: 
Fiurfaxn Luxmoore; PB H Hlodae 
Stanley, Washrough, Doagett, & Baker; for the executors, Rider, 
Heaton, Meredith, & Mills, for Osborne, Ward, Vassall, & Co., Bristol : 
for the plaintiff, Pilgrim & Phillips 
[Reported by L. M. Mar, Barrister at-law.] 





Sotterrors, for the commany 





King’s Bench Division. 


HARRISONS v. LONDON AND NORTH WESTERN RAILWAY CO. 
Rowlatt, J. 12th July. 


CARRTER—CARMAN OF CARRIER OBTAINING POSSESSION oF GOODS BY 
Fravp—PRosecuTiIon By CARRIER FOR LarceNy—RATIFICATION 
LIABILITY or CARRIER 
1 carman, who had been in the service of the defendant railway com 

pony, obtained possession of qood rhich the plaintiffs had requested 

t company to carry, by falsely alleging that he was authorized to 

lect them. The company prosecuted the carman for larceny, and for 

the purposes of the prosecuti n the wr yperty in the go ds was laid in 
them, and the carman was convicted Tn an action by the consignors 

Iqgautst the company for the loss of the goods, 


Held, that the allegation of property in the goods for the purposes of 


tol 





the prosecution was not a ratification of the contract of carriage, and 

the company was not liable on such a contract 

Action tried by Rowlatt, J., in the Commercial Court. The plaintiffs 
i r the tlue of three chests if tea delivered by them 

r carriage The plaintiffs, on 10th December, 1915, 


lair i damages f 
to the de fendants fi 
requested the defendants to collect and carry the tea. On 2let Decem- 
ber, 1915, one Bailey obtained delivery of the tea from the plaintiffs, 
or their agents the wharfingers, by fraud, and without the authority 
of the defendants. He came with a van of the defendants, and wear- 
ing their uniform, and the tea was delivered to him for carriage by the 
wharfingers as the agents of the plaintiffs Bailey professed to have 
come in pursuance of the request of 10th December, 1915, from the 
plaintiffs to the defendants. On 2nd February, 1916, after the goods 
had been made away with by Bailey, the defendants prosecuted him 
for larceny, the property in the tea being laid in themselves, and Bailey 


was convicted and sentenced. The plaintiffs asserted that this wae a 
ratification of Bailey's action by the defendants 

Rowtatr, J., in a written judgment, said that the argument for the 
defendants had been that a criminal act could not be ratified, but he 
did not think that the discussion of that question wae necessary. The 


defendants adopted not the fraud, but only the possession There was 


no ground for argument that the defendants could not ratify the action 
of Bailey in obtaining thesé woods The question was whether they did 
Ratification does not rest upon estoppel. It need not be communicrted 
to the party alleging it. It is a unilateral act of the will—namely, 


he approval, after the event f theassumption of an authority which 
did not exist at the time In the present case it cannot be suggested 
efendante after the g¢ vd disappeared in fact approved of 
the assumption by Bailey of authority to collect them from the plaintiffs, 
It seems that the prosecution was no more than the affirmation that the 
goods were in the possession of the defendants. Their prosecution seems 
as conclusive against them as the civil action taken by parties put to 
an election of a different kind referred to by Lord Blackburn in Scarf 
v. Jardine (7 App. Cas., p. 361) sut in what character did they adopt 
the possession? That is the vital question It was not necessarily 
under the contract of carriage. They affirmed only that Bailey's pos- 
session of the goode was their possession-——no more They might for 
example, have taken them from Bailev in order to send them back to 
the owners, repudiating the contract. This would have made his posses 
sion their own, but would not have made themselves carriers of the goods; 
and these considerations suffice to shew that the position taken in the 
prosecution does not involve the contract of carriage. The argument is 
in the last. degree technical, and must be conclusive in every stage. It 
fails because possession in the circumstances can be affirmed without 
necessarily affirming the possession of the defendants as carriers. All 
that the defendants necesearily ratified was a bare bailment. On this 
footing they cannot be made liable for non-delivery, but only for 
negligence or for some default on the part of a servant acting in the 

mplovment, and there is nothing of that rt Neglige yce 
ied merely by a fiction. nor does the defendants’ posses 

v’s act put Bailey in the position of acting 
in the course of his employment when he feloniously made away with 
the good In short, ratification has no bearing here. Its operation is 
exhausted when it is determined that Bailey's possession is to be regarded 
in law as the defendants’ possessi to the minimum extent required to 
itisfy the law of larceny The action muet be dismissed with costs 
CouNSEI (y Wallace K.C ind 1 F Woott n. for the pla ntiffs ; 
Eustace Hille and St. John Ilutchineon, for the defendants. Soimcrrors, 
EB. F. Turner & Sons; M. C. Jait, for the defendants 

(Reported by G. I. Knott, Barrister-at-Law. | 


course of hi ‘ 
cannot. be imp! 
sion by ratification of Bail 





Court of Criminal Appeal. 


REX v. THOMPSON. 18th June; 9th July. 


Crmimat Law—Gross INDECENCY WITH Mate Person—IDENTITY OF 
AccuseD—Evipence—Powper Pturrs Founp on Accustp ON ARREST 
PHOTOGRAPHS OF NAKED Boys Founp 1n His Rooms--ADMISSIBILITY 
The appellant was indicted for gross indecency with two boys, who 
stated in evidence that after committing the offence he arranged to meet 
them three days later They went to the appointed place where they 
saw the appellant, who told them to go away, and gave them money; 
he was then arrested it the trial the only defence raised was the 
question of identity, the appellant alleging that he had never seen the 
boys until the day of his arrest and calling evidence to prove an 
tilt on the day of the offence On this waue the pudg Imitted evi 
dence that two powder puffs were found on the appellant at the time 
f his arrest, and that photographs of naked boys were found in a 
lrawer in one of the rooma where he lived 
Held, that as it was known that persons who « mmiulted crimes of 
thie character frequently made use of pou ler puffs and objectionable 


picture for the purpose / carrying out their desiqr evidence that 
implements of that description were found in the possession of the 

on /. either on fh } ra n nf on fo " it the time of 
the alleged offence, was relevant to the iseue whether it was the accused 
who committed the act, and that therefore the evidence tn question 


wae Ti jhtly admitted 


The appellant was indicted for mmitting acts of gross indecency 
with two boye on the 16th March. It was not disputed at the trial 
that the offences had been committed. The only defence raised wae 


that the appellant was not the person who committed them, Both boys 
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did tend to prove that the appellant was the guilty persor 
appeal must therefore be dismissed Counset, for the appellant 


lid the acts con plair 





Mi ind Huntly Jent for the Crowr 
Ilump d f t. SOLICI 
Pulhic P ul 
B. Tuestogn, Barrister-at-Law.] 


New Orders, &e. 


High Court of Justice. 
LONG VACATION, 1917. 
NOTICE. 
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The Venereal Diseases Order, 1917. 


T the Couneil of every ¢ ht ’ ] E avar Count rR 
named S lule t Ord 
And to all others whon concet 





Whereas a Scheme has be« ul i Publ Hea 
Venereal TDiseases) Regulations 116 } ( each of t 
Counties and County Boroug 1 S | is Order 
t} gratuitous atment . a s in tl " it Count r 
Countv B ugh suffering fr 1 % ind h Scheme ha 
been approved by I the T il rn Board, and is y i 

ration 

Now { refore » tie x 20 +} ‘ | I 
the Venereal Dise: Act, 1917, W é Ord hat Sect 1 ’ 
Act shal ind after the 1 1 i. " wy } 

f each he © t wed 4 I { s 
hereto 

This Order may be ited aa t Ve 1D Ord 1917 

SCHEDULE 
COUNTIES 
Buckingham Leicester 
Cambridge London 
Durham Middlesex 
Essex Norfo 
Hereford Nosthhemaind 
Hertford Northumberla 
Isle of Ely Surre 
Kent 
County Bororcnus 
Bo tle. | ester 
Bradford N t p | 
Cardiff Northan 
Coventry Norw 
Croydon Portemout] 
Darlingtor Sunderland 
Dewsbur Uw f 
Dud Wakefield 
Fast. Ham. War 
Hastings. West Han 
Leeds 
( " ler tl S Om | il ronment Board 
this eighteenti day f July n the vear 6) t} sand 1 
hundred and seventee 
W. Hayes Fisner, Pr lent 
H. C. Monro, Secretary 
Colonial Probates Act, 1892. 

ORDER IN COUNCTIL 

Whereas bv Section 1 of the Colonial Probats Act, 1892, it wa 
enacted as follows: 

Her Majest the Q)neen may hy . if ad | I 
lature of any British Possession has mad lequate 
the re vernutl in that Po j P wate Let 
Administration granted by the Courts of the United K lon 
direct, | Order in Council, that t Act, shall, swhject t 
exceptions and modifications specified t Ord: iDp > it | 
Possession, and thereupo while the Order is in force. thi Act | 
shall apply cording] sis 

And whereas His Majesty the King is satisfied that t Legislature of 

tritish Possession hereinafter ment 1 made adequate nr 


ion for the recognition in tha 
Administration granted by the C 

Now, therefore, &c., it is herebv ordered 
Nonial Prohates A: f 
Possession hereunder 


The 


| 
IMD Le 


mentioned 
Island of Saint Lucia 


» Right Hon Walter Hume Long, one of His Majest 


Princinal Secretaries of Stat. t rive the ne 


War Orders and Proclamations, &c. 
London Gazette of 20th July contains the followir 


ler th Tradin I Enemy (Ex P. s) Act. 1916 
Additions are made ae i Arg ae 1 1 
7): Bo 1 (1); Bra Chile (5): Ke Not aalle 
Netherland East Ind 15 Norwa | S %)\: S | 
Ver 1e'g (2 There " a im n and 
t the Tast AT solid ! us T mpl 
f the 22nd June Li 


together with List No 
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wl 
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date are included 


New Defence of the Realm Regulations. 
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10. For Regulation 24 the following regulations shall be substi 




















Transmission of Letters, de 
4 ] Ne person shall— 
transmit otherwise than through the post, or convey, t 
from the United Kingdom, or receive or have in his possess 
for such transmission or conveyance, any letter, written mess 
or memorandum; or 
4) without a permit issued by or under the authority of 
Admiralty or Army Council transmit, consign or export, ot 
vise than through the post, or convey, from the United King 
to any neutral country in Europe or America or to any ene 
intry any printed or written matter (including plans pl 
graphs and other pictorial representations) to which parag 
does not apply. 
The foregoing provisions shall not apply 
t Shipowners’ letters’ as defined by section thirty of 
Post Office Act, 1908, nor to ship papers; 


) to any letter message or memorandum or any such writt 
or printed matter as aforesaid conveyed by any person if he pr 
that it is required for his own use and does not contravenes 
provisions of any other of these regulations and is othe 
lawful; 

to any class of letters, messages and memoranda or 

written or printed matter for the time being exempted by a 

~ retary of State 

2) If any person acts in contravention of the foregoing prov 
r fails t mply with any condition subject to which a permit ur 
th regulation has been granted, he shall be guilty of an offi 
ivainst these regulations ‘ 

3) Th regulatic shall be in addition to and not in derogat 
of the provisions of any enactment order proclamation or regulat 
respecting the export of merchandise or trading with the enemy 

ll. For Regulation 248 the following regulation shall be = subst 
tuted 

‘*94n. (1) No person shall, without a permit issued by or und 
the authority of the Admiralty or Army Council, transmit by post 
any neutral country in Europe or America or to any enemy count 


uny printed or written matter (including plans photographs and ot! 
pictorial representations) except 
1) patent specifications sent with the authority of the Board 
Trade 
4) letters and other postal correspondence, trade circulars and 
italogues, bills of lading, invoices and similar trade documents 


cheques, bills of exchange, and other negotiable or valuable sc 


ties, dispatched in accordance with any Post Office regulations f 

the time being in force 

») If any person lfully acts in contravention of the foreg 
pr sion, or fails to comply with any condition subject to whicl 


permit under this regulation has been granted, he shall be guilty of 


ffence against these regulations. 

3) Any person who transmits through the post any printed or 
vritten matter by anv indirect route or otherwise in such mannet 
to evade examination by an officer appointed to censor postal corres}. 
dence in this country shall be guilty of an offence against these reg 
tions unless he proves that he did not intend that the examination 
should be evaded and that the printed or written matter does not 
travene the provisions of any other of these regulations and is other 
la vf il r 

4) This regulation shall be in addition to and not in derogat 
if the provisions of any enactment order proclamation or regulat 


the export of merchandise or trading with the enemy. 


res tin 
Prohibition of Re ports of Trish Convention. 
12. After Regulatiop 27a the following regulation shall be inserted 
© 27aa. It shall not be lawful for any person in any newspa 
dical, circular or other printed publication or in any pu 
speech to publish any report or statement of, or to purport t 
ribe or to refer to, anv proceedings of the Convention assembled 
the invitation of His Majesty’s Government for the purpose of 
naring a constitution for the future government of Ireland, « 
inv committee of that Convention except such report or staten 
thereof as may be officially authorised by the Chairman of 
Convention 
‘Tf anv person contravenes anv provision of this reculat 
he shall be guilty of an offence against these regulations 
Offences. 
3. (1) After Regulation 48 the following regulation shall be 
sorted 
48,. Where the person guilty of an offence or a sumn 
offence against these regulations is a corporation or company ¢ 
director and officer of the corporation or company shall be 
of the like offence unless he proves that the act constitutir 
offence took place w ithout his knowledge or consent 
In the regulations mentioned in the first column of the table 
pended hereto the woads set out in the second column of that table s! 


be omitted 
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ibst 
TABLE. 
: No. of Words to be omitted. 
Regulation. 
to or 
: 2E From ‘“‘and if such person is a company ” to the end of 
the regulation. 
2F From “and if such person is a company” to the end of 
. the regu ation. 
15c From *‘and if such person is a company ” to “ knowledge 
or consent.” 
| 24¢ From “and if such person is a company ” to “ knowledge 
or consent. 

30A From “‘ and if such person is a company ” to ‘ knowledge 

or consent.” 

30B From “and if such person is a company” to “ offence 

against these regulations.” 

30D From “and if such person is a company” to the end of 
vu the regulation. 

SHA From “and if such person is a company” to the end of 

the regulation. 

39nBb) From “and if such person is a company” to the end of 

sub-section (6). 
39K From “and if the owner is a company” to “ knowledge 
or consent.” 
Declaration as to Carriage of Messages, de. 
na 14 Ri culation 54 shall be amended as follows : 
a (1) By substituting for the words ‘‘ any letters or other written 
‘ messages intended to be transmitted by post Gr otherwis« ce 
{ livered ’’ the words *‘ any letters written messages or memoranda or 
any written or printed matter (including plans photographs and 
het other pictorial representations : 

(2) By substituting for the words “ letters or messages wher 
nde ever they occur and for the words ‘‘ letters or other messages "” the 
‘4 words ‘letters messages memoranda or written or printed 
a matter.”’ 
ther Definition. 


15. (1) At the end of Regulation 62 the following paragraph shall be 
| of inserted 
“For the purposes of these regulations the expression 
country ’ includes any territory in the military occupation of the 
enemy but shall not include any territory in the military occupation 
of His Majesty or His Allies.’ 
F 2) The second paragraph of Regulation 14¥r shall be omitted. 
17th July. 


* enemy 


Liquor Control Order for the Eastern Area 
. (Extension). 
Limits of Area. 
tion 1. The area to which this Order applies is so much of the Eastern 
Area as comprises the parishes of Shillington, Upper Stondon, Mep 
pershall, Campton, Shefford, Shetford Hardwick, Clifton, Henlow, Lang 
ford, Arlsey, Astwick, and Stotfold, in the County of Bedford and s 
tion much of the parish of Southill in the said county as lies within the 
Lior circumference of a circle having a radius of 500 yards measured 
from the raibway station at Shefford, 


Hour during which int ricating liquor may be sold. 


A. For Consum ption ON the Premises 


1) The hours during which intoxicating liquor may be sold or 
supplied in any licensed premises or club for consumption on the pre 


mises shall be restricted and be as foll 


Opn Weekdays : —_ 
The hours between 12 noon and 2.30 p.m. and between 6 p.m. 
and g p.m, 


On Sundays :-— 


»WS = 


On Week la ys 


The hours between LZ oon and 9 x») p.m and between 6 p m. 


veen 12.50 p.m. and 2.30 | between 6 p.m. 
ind 8 p.n 
Except between the aforesaid hours no person sl 
Kither by himself or by any servant or age t ol supply 
to y pers ny ‘ 1 premises or club or (except as hereim 
vfter expressly provided) dispatch therefrom any toxicating liquor 
| sumed off e premises; o1 
lake from any such premises or club any intoxicating liquor ; of 
Pern " person t ike from any such premises or club 
ny tox hquor 
}} i) j r th Su I ind N wnt 
Not s ling a | is of s Order or of iw relat 
yt s é x g liqu 
| ed pre ‘ y be ‘ 1 for the supply food and 
t i jer a i 0 in the mort yon all 
lays 1 be key rUrpose n tha wo until the 
J i p ! i b ( era pe n ot the 
Li Sil Act und 
Retresime es may be ke} | for this purpose at 
me du rw 1 they may be kept open under the general 
| sious of the ud Acts 
Ss ng I ] 
6. Nothing in the fore provisions of this Orde ill be deemed 
to prohibit, in cases where the same is otherwise lawfu 
Che ! np Xicating | | r by any t ! ily 
| premise ) t rt i 
/ Phe msumption of intoxicati liquor at a meal by any per 
s » any censed pren : Ol ib at any time within half an 
u fter the cor Is f the afternoon and evening hours during 
e sale or sup f intoxicating liquor is permitted by thts 
Order; provided that tl quor was sold or ipplied and served 
iu z 5 nt irs at the same time as the meal and f impt nn 
it the mea > 
Lhe sale o ipp f spirits to any person producit 1 cel 
tiftcat nm writin dated and signed by a duly quatihed medical 
practitioner that the spirits are immediately required for medicinal 
purposes and specitying the quantity of spirits required ; Provided 





The hours between 12.30 p.m. and 2.30 p.m., 


and between 


© p.m. 


W. WHITELEY, LTD. 


AUCTIONEERS, 


EXPERT VALUERS AND ESTATE AGENTS, 


QUEEN’S ROAD, LONDON, W., 2. 


VALUATIONS ror PROBATE, 


ESTATE DUTY, SALE, FIRE INSURANCE, ETC, 


uid 9 p.m, 
Ex ept between the aforesaid hours no person shall 


a) Either by himself or by any servant or agent 


to any person in amy licensed premises or club any intoxicating 


liquor to be consumed cn the premises; 01 
4) Consume in any such premises or club any intox 
ul 
Permit any person to consume in any such pre 
iny intoxicating hquor, 


BR F r C'on impli mn OFF the Premises 
2) The hours during which intoxicating liquor may be 
in any licensed premises or club for consumption off the 
(subject to the additional restrictions as regards spirits 
and be as follows :— 





old or supplied 


sell o1 supply 


icating liquor ; 


mises or club 


premises shall 


be restricted 


AUCTION SALES 
VIEW ON 


EVERY 


THURSDAY, 


WEDNESDAY, 








IN 


LONDON’S LARGEST SALEROOM. 


PHONE No. ; PAKK ONE 


40 LINES). 


TeELEGRAMS 


“WHITELEY, LONDON,’ 





RE OE ole eee te 
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Army Council Order. 


inp CurRRIED, Propucep rrom Britisu or [ri 
Market Hives. 
War Office 
14th Ju 
_ all pe? ms eng 
f the Leathers 
bh. foi) 


t 





led by o1 
Leather of 


larantee in the 


4 Army 
id at a price 
ermined | 


Leathers 


BRAD! : 
HEDULE - 
s (as specifies produced from Britis { 
ts, qualities, and descriptions, and 
d therefron 


SCHEDULES B. ann C 
/ 


rms of Guarantee 


Iron Ore Mines. ' 
re Minister or MUNITIONS TAKING POSSESSION 0! | 
i MINES IN THE CouNTIES OF CUMBERLAND ND 1 


Min try of Munition } 
24th July, 191 r 
the Defence of the Realm Regu a 
Regulations by Order in ( 
mite p. 340 the Minister 
; n to . lifer 1 


any metaéaill I is tl 


4 
the realm, 
to all Iron ol 
the exercise 
powers enabling hin 
the 24th day of July 
of the Defence of the 
» applied to all mn ore mines in the counties P 
incaster. 
Army Council Order. 
Rarria (Prices) Orper, 1917 : 


War Office “ 
July 18th } 
pern bt isties vor on 
nv Raffia arrived or to 
than those sel out in t} ed A 
ein contained sh ppl , 
* to any Raffia in res 
nay “¢ bby been granted by or » beha 7 
» Army ¢ ntract 
ale thre t t retary tule i th ll - oO 2 This Order may be cited as the 
it ct 


Raffia (Prices) Order, 1917, 
: \ facturer’s By Order of the Army Council, ee 
20th July. R,. H. Brave 
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Food Orders and Notices. 


Tue Raspperries (JAM MANUFACTURERS’ PRICES) ORDER, 1917 


In exercise, &c., the Food Controller hereby orders that, except unde 


observed by all persons concerned 

’ 1. Maximum price for raspberries bought by jam 1 
ee A person for the purposes of 
: from raspberries (hereinafter called a jam manufacturer) shall not 
after the date of this Order, by himself or his Agent buy or agree 
to buy for the purposes of such manufacture any raspberries at a 
price exceeding a rate of £35 per ton or pay to the sellei his Agent 
in respect of such raspberries any charges other than those permitted 
inder this Order. 


tnufacturer 


who sale manufactures Jam or essen 





2. Picking and Packing.|—The price specified shall include all 
harges for picking and packing 
t 3. Prices to be f.o.7r. or f.0.b. prices.|—Where the raspberries are 


| 


bought to be placed on rail, ship or barge, at the grower’s station, port 

wharf, the specified price in such case is the price, free on rail, ship 
or barge. 

p 4. Permitted additional charges. | 

nder this Order are :- 

a (a) Where the raspberries are 

lt purchaser's premises, or for sale 

in respect of such delivery, not 


The additional charges permitted 
delivered by the seller to th 
the customary cha 

exceeding in any ¢ 


na market, 


in amount 


equal to the reasonable cost of transport from the grower’s railwa 
station, port or wharf to the purchaser’s premises or the market 
D where sold 
(6) For the use of tubs, baskets, or usual packages, a charge 
not ex eeding the rate of 25s. per ton of raspberries, 


(c) All market tolls actually paid in respect of the 


]—Where a 


raspberries 


5. Agent’s Commission, jam manufacturer employs an 


the authority of the Food Controller, the following provisions shall be 





} 








j agent in the purchase of any raspberries, he shall not pay to such agent 
' ) 1 commission or other remuneration exceeding 20s. per ton of such 
raspberries bought through the agent 

6. Burden of Proof Whe ny raspberries are be ight hy ol ou 

_ behalf of a jam manufacturer, such raspberries shall until the contrary 
be proved be deemed to be bought for the purpose of manufacturing 
jam or essence for sale 

7. Offer A person shall not know ngly sell or offer to sell to a 
jam manufacturer for the purpose of manufacturing jam or essence for 
sale any raspberries at a price or subject to a charge not permitted 

= under this Order 

8. Contracts a) Where any contract subsisting at the date of thi 
Order for the purchase of raspberries bought for the purpose of manu 

» facturing jam or essence for sale or bought with a view to the sam: 
being resold for such purpose provides for payments in exces f 
those permitted under this Order the contract shall stand so far as 
concerns any raspberries delivered on or before the date of this Orde 
but otherwise shall be avoided. 

h) For the purpose of this clause ra pberries bought n quant ti 
of fivecewt. or more shall, until the contrary be proved, be deemed t 
have been bought for the purpose or with the view aforesaid 
This clause shall not apply to any contract where the Food Con 
troller otherwise determines, or where the amount of raspberries agreed 
he delivered o1 it the date of this Order remaining to be delivered 

AND is less than five cwt. 

9. Fictitious Transaction \ person shall not in connection with a 
purchase or disposition or proposed purchase or disposition of a1 
raspberries enter or offer to enter into any fictitious or artificial tran 

Ma action. 

:; 10 Kaclusion from Order This Order shall not apply to any rasp 
berries grown outside the United Kingdom 

ll. Penalty Infringements of this Order are summary offences 
wainst the Defence of the Realm Regulations 

12. Title.|\—This Order may be cited as the Raspberries (Jam Manu 
facturers’ Prices) Order, 1917 

By order of the Food Controlle: 
- ‘ U. F. Wintour 
Secretary to the Ministry of Food 
10th July 

Memorandum (see ante, p.529) that the Local Authorities (Food Cor 

trol) Order (No. 1), 1917, is to apply to the above Order 
Repuction or MEAT AND BREAD PRI 

The Food Control announces that arrangements are be mad 
to fix, as from the lst September next, the prices of cattle and meat 

i required for military and civilian consumption 

é' In agreement with the Army Council and the Agricultural Departments 

England, Scot 1, and Ireland Lord Rhondda has decided 
the following shall be the maximum prices for live cattle Y 

| Army :—September, 74s. per live cwt.; October, 72s.; November and | 

’ December. 67s Jar uary, 608 

These prices represent very considerable reductions se t 

‘ ing and on those which ib was anti pated would preva | mar} 

conditions were allowed to continue 

Maximum prices will be fixed on a corresponding basis for civilia 


control the profits of butchers 


consumption, and steps will be taken t 





LAW REVERSIONARY INTE REST SOCIETY 


No. 15, LINCOLN’S INN FIELDS, LONDON, W.C. 
ESTABLISHED 1863, 


Capital Stock .. 
Debenture Stock - wb . £331,130 
REVERSIONS PURCHASED. ADVANCES MADE THEREON, 


Forms ef Proposal and full information can he obtained at the Society's Ofies. 


£400,000 





G. H. MAYNE, Seeretary. 
md 1a ma is ( ire that e benefit e reduced 
| 4 1 to t rurne 
I l I na t i lardiss iT 
| S ts reid ! 1 una iormal 
i i i ga 1 \ 
] ( ! ma i I i ‘ natte 
i \ 
Ot J 
CONTROL | ENTIA I rue 
| | ne t i tla 
! \ le puta l es \ i ‘ the 
int! a ¢ ( gy Une t blie in 
Z | ’ M f | | fect vette 
ist 1 I essenti i if tr ‘ I 8 und 
I i ¢ nom’ 
The | ( ller zaged vdju j letails 
n ‘ | s bu al win il 
i ‘ be om f e fir du | Author 
es I j indertak¢ 
] $ { I 1 Cor i i \u ild 
t I t t ud ration 
| l j Putlon i ‘ nit ‘ em, 
" t i ent the k | ¢ { 0 ubeco 
{itior 1 ‘ lifficulties n" he 
Ss] The rep ative ae | {ut ‘ 1 the 
Local G nent Board yhom he ha rred, h expressed 
t nar und g lo eve 1 { in to asset in this 
sbje \ is « 1 final deta ve bee ‘ lu invita 
I ied to Local Authorities to estab I 1 { ittees 
" u nent w e made dealing more fully with the duties 
pro} 1 t i undertake 
2th Ju 
Foop PRICE . 
I minder | e ¢ Departme Minnist 
I i pe 1 oI u VOrKI 
\1 wetu to i ‘ 1 and | ted to 
call Ll and me l } secure 
1 t nax lm pl 
- I ~ ] i e! par H 1 ive ul 
i t v¢ | a I ne len i id btained 
ir tha ‘ protite g dl xist " | t 
i form | flende b my lea th 
! | ( ” } lor the 
i | ultie | ' but a slig the 
“6 pra i n} ! vyevel 
n und i he that the 
eM t bad 
| | | 1 ind are } v be 
1 Is n | of ip] i Pr e 
i nay | Kpecte | t 
~ ° . 
Societies 
Belgian Lawyers’ Reliet Fund. 
l i i | Aid { Littles rate! ed the 
| ' : 
B Barlo Lyd / f 
! Bird & Bird fa 10 10 O 
i tH i} | 1 { f i 0 YU 
rr H hre I 4 / f 0 it } 
H. ¢ Ki I / 4 )10 0 
| Rt. H Lord J e Ba f f 010 O 
\l. ' R & ( 010 O 
Messrs. Adams & Ad | donat 010 0 
\ | 1 Duy } P / ) lf 0 0 
| ( b ] K.( f lad 10 O DU 
Nn 
\ eens » 5 ) 
\ | la I / ) oe 
| 1 Pr N I 
I sthal nd W , 0 
Ness iH I & Bathur » UY 
Ha Jat ! Es fh 1 donat ) » YU 
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A. Needham, Esq : 
\ Kerly, Ksq. (second donation) 
Honour Judge Lindley (third donation 
vhe Kay, Esq. (second donation 
I Allison Esq second donation) 
(rt Walley, Esq (second donation 
Geo. MeCandlish, Esq. (third donati 
Messrs. Danby & Epton 
W. T. Massey, Esq. (second donatioi 
{ brown Esq third donation 
DOTTIE Esq econd donation 


SO & bo 


CMM MONM NW SO 





ax, Esq , 
viishaw, Esq. (second donation 
mor Is. Esq. econd donation 
Bourne, Stevens & Ph Llips 
" Hy. Powell, Esq : 
arles Paice, Esq third donation 
thor Temple, Esq 
Stone bri 
Esq 
Esq econd donati n) 
Esq this / donati ” 
yore second donation) 
third donation 


lige 


rhige, 


R.G.A. 


Malkin, ks econd donation 
Ifred D 
Edmund St1 
1. «. MM 
Harold W 
W. M. Ru 


er. ‘Esq 
\ Part idge & Talbot 
Ksq mad donation) 
third donation 
Ksq 
econd donati 


econd donation) 


cond donation) 
osq 


donation 


1 donation 
ud King Sy 1 donation) 
W. Butler, Eaq. (second donation) _... 
: litley & Paver-Crow econd donation) 
Presto kK (| 
saver, sq second donation) 
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mas, Esq 
dge Esq. third donation 
ts, Esq. 
St} U mad donation 
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Jo Ca 
tl Esq 
vans, M.T. 
Littledale, Esq 
hards & Sons (second donation 
md donation 
y, Esq. 
E=q 
sq. 
Esq 
Esq f nd fonation 
bridge & Co econd donati 
Arthur . n i, Esq third donation 
Richard S. Jones, Esq., M.A. 
W. Holland King, Esq. 
H. M. Cadman Jones Ksq econd donation 
Aubre \. Blake Esq. third donation 
\. H. Dymond, Esq. (second donati 
J. W. E. Moores, Esq . 
Cuthbert Bainbridge, Esq., M.A. LL.M. 
Pte Norman Day ea (second donation) 
\ D Jateson Esq 
[, Walter Hall Esq third donation 
H. F. Rawstorne Esq third donation) 
L. H. Booth, k third donation) 
J A. Cowland, Esq ‘ nd donation) 
\. E. Guy Pritchard, Esq. (second donation) 
| H H ott Esq third donation) 
H. S. Mundahl, Esq 
G. Edward Carpenter, Esq. 
Ernest ©. Jeffery, Eaq. 
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George Charles Kent, Esq. 
F. r. Brindley, Esq. 
Messrs. D. E. Jones & Son 


Messrs. Hensman, Jackson & Chambe 


U. S. Blaker, ‘Esq. .. 
H. Boocock, Keq. second donation 
H. N. Collis, Esq. 
Enoch Evans, Esq 
A. E. Nalder, Esq. 


Myer 8. Nathan, Esq econd donati 


Wm. Sharp, Esq. (third donation) 
Messrs. Ll. Gwynne Jones & Son 
Arthur Smith, ‘Esq econd donati 
S. Sandeman, Esq. (second donation 
N. H. Arnison, Esq. (third donation 


£6 d. 


ooo 


realin 


0 
E L. W ullis, Esq 0 
T. A. Matthews, Fsq nd donatio 0 


M. V. Gosschalk, Esq 
W. O. Lovibor ~ Esq. (second donat 
J. T. Perry, Esq. 
A. E. Fenton, ms , 
Messrs. Nisbet, D. 
Fred. G. Allen Esq f nd donation 
H. J Taynt Nn, Esq . 
James Hodgkinson, Esq 

R. E. Branthwaite, Esq 

R. Baldwin, Esq 


W. How Davey, Esq. (second donati 


H. Winstai ley, Es nd donation 


l 

Messrs. FE. & Kighly J, Hough 
Messrs Jones & Midd!et md d 
J. G. Butcher, Esq., K.( M.P. 
Wm. Yorke Groves, Esq nd d 
Me ssrs Jessopp & Gough second a 
Walter H. Hunt, Esq md don 
Messrs. E. Chatham & Co, 


\Harry R Le Wis, E q 
H. W. Co k, Esq. third donation 


Messrs. King & Sharman (second donation) 


W. W. A. Tree, Esq 


The Hon. John Manstield (third donation) 
W. Temple Franks, Esq nd donation 


G. J, Simey, Esq 

C. E. Rutter, Keq. second donation 
W alter F. Prideaux, Esq third dor 
(Feo rge A Heringt yn sq 





J. Eyre Poppleton, Esq (x nd d mation 


E. W. Hansell, Esq nd donation 
A. E. Woo!lnough, Esq. 


John Graham, Esq. 


Messrs. Bartlett & G!luckstein (third donation) 


E. Cecil Durant, Esq 

Norman N Lee, E sq ( nd donat 

Lee Hudson, Esq. 8 nd donation 

Anonymous ; 

W. E. Tucker, Esq nd donation 
A. F. W. Stephens, Esq second dor 


A. 2. Spencer, Esq. third donation) 


F. Bannister, Esq. 

F. Mayson, Esq 

J. A. Simpson, Esq., LL.B 
Herbert W arTen, Esq., B.A 

O. Morgan, Esq. 

G. A. Solly, Esq. second donatior 
G. E. Cockram, Esq 

Geo. T. Terry, Esq 

Walter P. David, 
F. P. Woodcock, 
R. H. A. Davies, 
A. H. Bartlett, 
C. J. B. Lowe, Esq., LL.B. 
R. iH. ns ho!s, Esq 

A. G. Pain, Esq. 

W. J. a sins, Esq 


M.A. 





third donation) 
Bertram Sturt, Esq. (second donation) 
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Alan © Margetts, Esq econd lomati } 0 5 ( 


A. O, Warren, Esq. 





or 
rhe Bar Co 
The Bar Council, at their meeting on 
late secretary, Mr He ry CF \ B | 
congratulating him on his appointment 
and recording their high appreciation of 
levotion with which he discharged | 
twenty-two years of office, and their th 
thue rendered, both to the Council an 
further mark 
a silver in kst. ind, be: ring the followin g 
the General Council of the Bar to He nry 
ful recognition of his services as secretary 


f their esteem they at t 


£611 0 6 


uncil, 
Monday last, presented their 
vith an ad lrese On vellum 


‘as a Metropolitan Magistrate 


the great ability and untiring 
jluties as secretary during his 
inks for the valuable services 
1 the Bar g renerally As a 


e Same time > presente “l him with 


inscription Presented by 
’. A. Bingley, Esq., in grate- 
”1896—1917 


The Office (lh in France. 


} 
| Che letter appeared in itor of the 21st inst 
Sirn,—The letter published in the Spectator of lOth June and written 
by + Publ School boy vas very fine Perhay Ss it may interest your 
| readers to see the enclosed extract from a letter written to me by my 
| offi boy, aged nineteen years and two or three months, and educated 
it an rd iry | neal school Letters such as these Spe ik well for 
the future of the Empire.—l am, Sir, & 
COUNTRY SOLICITOR 
: France, 2oth May, 1917. 
1 think you will t find | have altered much after the war My 
spirits are still as young as they were before, although this is a strange 
t iy With the war going on on every side Last night was the 
i I have « set I sat in a bay for a long time watching 
it t l itl ould look like over Moor, for instance 
su vhts a these make the il eem a queer game, with the 
( ‘ ng over the destitute land and the sun shining warmly on 
y ’ rosse f the dead. As it gets dark the artillery and 
machi ins get bu , and hardly in hour after this I got the wind 


f a machine-gun bullet past my forehead. <A _ half-inch difference 
might have been an ‘ R.L.P 1 was going down an old road just 


behind the line when the Germans swept it back and forward with 


uv yun fire. For anyone to escape through such a hail it makes 
ne real nly then, what | lence it is that is watching over us 
Bu 1 ttle e] des are easily laughed at and by next day are 
lor tte! The life makes u ’ ” Sometir es vhen we are out of the 
trenches, I take a walk into the yuntry and try to see things as I 
ised to see at home, but the French countryside is a poor substitute, 
or the God rsaken landscape only breeds despondency The inns 


or ¢ an e — es, not at all like what one is accus 
tomed to see in Yorks r Yi have all France for a Yorkshire moor 
§ 


track at sunset, with a f¢ grouse, curlews, and sheep, but no other 


ign of life I received your second letter yeste rday and am returning 
s letter herewith. He seems to be having a pleasant time, but 
ild not change with him To have been in a war like this is an 
experience vorth passing thi ugh The Germans are as sharp and 
ite a ve are, and take some beating yet The black cat you 
peak about was one which stayed with me for a bit in the front 
ne. It came up one ght while I was on sentry and stayed with me 
for tw | rs, sat uy thre parados absolutely ecorning the bulle 
We Iten get these cats up in the line Left behind in a shelled ruin 
house when the owners have fled, they wander about, living, I sup 


pose ym the rats, of which there are endless hord: 


Law Students’ Journal. 


The Law Society. 


Che following candidates (whose names appear in alphabetical order) 
ful at the Preliminary Examination, held on the 4th and 5th 


Barnett, George Lawre é CGarbutt. Robert Llewellyn 
Bowden, John Hadfield . Heaven, John William Gyde 
Bradbury, Frederick DD: Hooley, Norman Edgat 
Chalton, Thomas Ley Moores, Hubert Samuel Thomas 
Clapham, Edward Phomas, Samuel George 
Dalzell, H rry Gordor Welch, Alan Francis 
Douglass, James Hever Winefield Wilson, Frank. 
Fraser, John Hermann “ 

Number of candidates, 34; passed, 15 

By order of the Council, 
E. R. Coox secretary 
aw Society's Ha Unhaneery ne, London, W.C, 2 


20th July, 1917 





Obituary. 
Sir Arthur Jelf. 


Sir Arthur Richard Jelf, formerly a Judge of the King’s Bench 


Division, died on Tuesday at his residence, Oak House, Putney, after 
me months’ illness 
Bort 10th September, 1837, Jelf was the son of the Rev, Richard 
William Jelf, Canon of Christ Church and Principal of King’s College, 
London, and Emmy Countess Scl ippent ich of Prussi From Eton he 
went to Christ urel Oxford, and to k a second clase in Mc a ns 
in Easter term, 1858, and a s d the Final Classical Schoo] in 


led to the Bar by the oon ner 


Michaelmas term, 1860. In 1863 : ; 
1 Circuit Within the Bar Mr. Jelf did 


Temple and joined the Oxfor 


i large business on iit of which later he became the leader In 
time a considerable London business also reached his chambers, and 
he was engaged both in heavy jury tr i! and commercial and local 
government cases involving fine pointe of law An excellent and 





vigorous advocate, he was clever in picking up pointe as he went on 
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Though he never quote le anin é ger he council, and they were returned to th 
dhe udler before fa from wil they had evidently strayed. The allotment 
[ e unci l! prosecute themselves f 
CA imple to 2) | 
‘ourt the military representative unsuccessfu 
on of the West Ham Tribunal in granting; 
>» a single man, aged eighteen, who had bee 
The lad’s father said his seven othe 
f them had died of fever and three othe 
» stated that the husbands of his tw 


ling se1#on bic ket h Ider 
intv Court on Wednesda 
New Barnet, sued the Gre 
] 10d., fare paid to Kir 
rdbam had left his seas 
nitended that the notice issux 
bindit g, and that the co 
N ‘ r ‘ g scores of po inds from peo} 
Legal INCwWS, ee om Sew ‘ ckets at aane. His Honow 
\ 1 sa , it e Oo! ) ites that a season-trcke 
Information Required. | med not ve Pp are unless he produces t 
; et ! as unreasonable as the condition requiring 
HESTER f | J é passenger to pay re fro here » train actually started. Hi 
ivert pa f f ‘ I or H 1 b mu is a condition of contract. \ 
nber f sted t et & Sone ticke ly tive when it is produced. Judgment was give 
r t mpany, ¢ s there were no ec recoverabie on the sma 
itors, and witnesses fi: 


The Property Mart 


Forthcoming Auctior. Sales. 


ily 31.—Vessrs. DEBENHAM, TEWsoN & CHINNOCKS, at the Mart, at 2: Block of 

Sus ness Premises near Charing Cross (see advertisement, back page, July 21). 

July 31.—Messrs. WEATHERALL & GREEN, at the \‘at, at 2: Leasehoid Propertie 
see advertisement, bick page, July 21). 

Aug. 30.—Messre. Driver, Jonas & (Co., at the Corn Exchange, Lincoln, at 11 
Several Bg Detached Fatates (:ee advertis ment, ba: k pace, July 21). 

Sept. 12.1 Messrs KNIGHT, FRANK & RUTLEY, at their Estat» Room, 20, Hanover 
quare, W.,at 2 o'clock: Valuable Freehold Ground Kents (see advertisement, back page 
this week 


Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature. 
ROTA OF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 
Date EMERGENCY APPEAL CouRT Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
. RoTA No. 1, NEVILLE vE 
Monday nly 30 Mr. ~ynge Mr. Jolly Mr. Farmer Mr. Leach 
Tuesday 31 Bloxam Synge Jolly Church 
Dat Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
ae SARGANT ASTRURY YOUNGER. PETERSON, 
Monday July 30 Mr. Church Mr. Goldschmidt Mr. Borrer Mr. Bloxam 
luesdas 31 Farmer Leach Goldschmidt Borrer 
The Long Vacation will comn > on Wednesday, the Ist day of August, 1917, an 
t Thursday, the Lith of tober, 1917, inclusive. 





Winding-up Notices. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 
London Gazette. —TUESDAY, July 17. 
SERVANTS CorFER REFRESHYENT Co, LTD.—Crelitors ar 


s1, to send their names and addresses, and the particular 
of theirdebts or claims, to John Frederick Lisle, 89, Clarence rd, Sparkhill, Birminghan 


CURZON STREET RAILWAY 
required, on or before Joly 
iquidator 
P. Hovspon & Co, LTD r 

mes ard addresses, and t particu’ars { iuneir de ts 
Scholl, 17/18. | asinghall st, liquidator 
josErH CHAMBERLAIN STEAM Sup Co, Ltp.—Creditors are required, on or before Aug 
$1, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or 
laime, to Mr. John Collingwood Fortune, Church st, West Hartlepool, liquidator. 

LIVERPOOL & LANCASHIRE REAL Estate & House Property Co, Lrp.—Creditors 
required, on or before Aug &, to send their name sand addresses, and foll particulars of 
their debts or claims, to Walthew, Tatam Wensley, 19, Sweeting st, Liverpo?', 


Ceditors are requ'red, on or before Aug 3, to send th 
or claims, to Frederick W 


are 


iquidator. 
MADAME WARD, Ltp. (IN VoLunTaRY LiguIDATION),—Creditors are required, on oT 


efore July 25, to send their names and addresses, and particulars of their debts 

Thomas Howard, 16, Piccadilly, Bradford, liquidator, 

Ltp.—Creditors are required, on or befor« 

the particulars of their debts 
Wee 


laims, to 
ORIENT ANTI-FOULING COMPOSITION CO, 
2, to send their names and addresses, and 
Thomas Walton and Johan Robert Middleton, 


\ug 
claims, to Messieurs Wiliam 
Hartlepool, joint liquidato s 
NoTTincHAM ELEOTRIC PALACES, Lrp. (IN VoLUNTARY LIQUIDATION).—Creditors are 
r quired, on or before Aug 4, to send in their names and addresses, and particulars of 
their debts or claims, to Rober: Bartle Baggaley, Armitage chmbrs, Victoria st 
Nottingham, liquidator 
SOUTH LANCASHTRE lor Co, LTI 


~(Creditors are required, on or before Aug 10, to ser ! 
' their names and addresses, and the particulars of their delts and claims, t 
claimed wit tiree ‘ ‘ , ‘ , ; Wiliam Henry Shaw, Market pl, Dewsbury, liquidator 
’ “deste . ; VANGUARD FILM Propuctne Co, LTD (In VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATION.)—Creditors are 
three da S canon PT Detaec an naIOGs mes & receive required on or before Sept 1, to send in their names and addresses, and particulars © 
from thi co stat yp wn I st bes f ovel tl their debts or claims, to Joshua E Hoyle, 14, Crossley st, Halifax, liquidator. 








July 28, 1917 THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. [Vol. 61.) 657 











JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 
London Gazette. —FRIDAY, July 20. 
ANGLO-RUSSIAN MAXImMorr Co, Ltp.—Creditors are required, on or before Oct 13, to 


send in their names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or claims, to James 
Henry Stephens, 6, Clements In, liquidator. 


Tas A. R. HILL & Co, Ltp.—Creditors are required, on or before Aug 3, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of theirdebts or claims, to George Edgar 


Winding-up of Enemy Businesses. 
London Gazette, —TUESDAY, July 10 


to send their names 


S. GrosvExor,—Creditors are required, on or before July $1, 
March 


and address:s, and particulars of their debts and claims, to Charles J. 
23, Queen Victoria st, controller, 

SCH MAGNETO Co, Lrp, - Creditors are required, on or before Aug 13, to send their 
names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or claims, to Arthur Edwin 


Corfield, Balfour House, Finsbury pymt, liquidator. Woodingto Philpot In, controller. 
uw : editors 2 quired or before July 17, to send, by pre 
HIPPopROME (FOLKESTONE) LTD —Creditors are required, on or before July 28, to send | AVG) BREIMER-—-Creditors tte red aoe to fe ony ge Ah Pp ee f ad ey 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to H. pact os “ial olf Celts OFr C-alms, tO James & Ison, ; Basinghall st, 
Franklin, 2, Gerrard pl, liquidator. pine 
MIRFIELD Masonic Hat Co, LtTp.—Creditors are required, on or before Aug 31, to send 
in their names and addresses, with particulars of their debts or claims, to James 
Ledgard, Mu field, :iquidator. 
SuNSTAR Motor Co, Ltp.—Creditors are required, on or before Sept 3, to sen! their 
names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or claims, to Henry McLellan, 
6a, Devonshire sq, liq :idator. 


Creditors’ Notices. 
Under Estates in Chancery. 


JOINT STOCK COMPANTES, Last DAY oF CLAIM 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 
London Gazette.—TUESDAY, July 24, 

E. Hart & Co (SOUTHAMPTON), LTD.—Creditors are required, on or b fore Aug 24, to send 
their names and addresses, and the par iculars of their debts or claims, to Henr Jobn \ LDEED 
Self, 17, Coleman st, liquidator. nubaum v. Royds, Younger, J 

KNIGHT STEAMSHIPs Co., Ltp.—Creditors are require |, on or before Aug. 31, co sen! I — os 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Robert 
Low Greenshields, 42, Castle st, Liverp ol, liquidator 

NORTH WALES STANDARD PRINTING AND ADVERTISING Co., Lrp.—Creditors are 
required, on or before Aug. 4,to sendin their names and addresses, and the parti- P! 
culars of their debts and claims, t» William Ferguson Scott, 1, High st, Conway, and Sargant, JJ 
liquidator. 

W. RANDLE & Co., LtTp.—Creditors are required forthwith, to send their names and, 
addresses, and the p rticulars of their devts or claims, to Henry T. Ledsam T . > > A? lie - - 
16, Waterlvo st. Birmingham, liquidator, : l Inde r 22 & = \ ict, cap IO 

LAST DAY OF CLAIM, 

FRIDAY, July 13 


London Gazette—TURSDAY, July 


Sir Joun Geornoe TOLLeEMAcHE, Thurso Casile, Caithness, Scotland Aug 18 


Sinclair, Sargant, J argrove, Cannon st 


e, Boulogne-sur-Mer, France Aug 6 


Mary, Rue de la Porte Ga 


Brown, Bed! ord sq 


PCRSDAY, July to 
FukEMAN, ELIZA WILLIAMS Highland rd, Upper Norwood Oct 9 Braddon v. Banest, 
Nevi J. Benest, Watling st 

Jenkins v. Pierce, Younger 


EkCR, THOMAS, Bury st, Bloomsbury, Dairyman Sept 1 


Woods, Chancery In 


London Gazette. 


ALBEMARLE, Rt Hon Sopot. MARY, Dowager Countess of, Lowndes sq Aug 15 Poxall 


& HKoxa Chancery In 
: ARMSTRONG, JANE, Sunder'iand Augtll Bell & Sons, Sunderland 
FR J } . y 
RIDAY, July 13. ASTLEY, ALEXANDER UIFFORD LupForD, Tewkesbury, Glos Sept 1 
Cannon st 
BAKER, JOHN, Rotherham Vork Timber 
Rhodesia BERRY, RICHARD “ILLIAM, Braunston 


Resolutions for Winding-up Voluntarily. 


London Gazette 
mdon Gaze Stanton & Hudeon, 


Chadwick Steamship Co, Ltd, 
Easy-Poise, Ltd. H. M.S. Produc: Co Ltd 
Motor 8 irit Syndicate, Ltd. Amalgamated Properties of 
Minerals Development Corpo:ation, Ltd. (19'3), Ltd Pellitt, Ban ury, Oxon 
Abernant Coal Co, Ltd. Gemini Steamship C), Ltd. sORROW, NICHOLAS, Takeley, Essex Aug 20 Nockolds & Son, Bishop's Stortford 
Conway Castle Ship Co, Ltd. Southern Nigeria Trading C>, Ltd ; iPU HANNAH, Bu leigh Salterton, Devon Aug tl Hickii: & Co, Trinity eq, 
E. B. Fulde & Co, Ltd. Leeds Olympia, Ltd Southwark 
Dunn, Sutton & Co, Ltd Fall H »use, Ltd, S;UCKLEY, WILLIAM CHARLES, Longsight, nr Manchester Aug 
Rochdal 
TrEsDAY, July 17. SURNETT, FREDERICK CHARLES, Enfleld, Middlesex Aug Maralien & Co 
Henrietta st 
Pavilion (Kensal Rise), Ltd. CHAPMAN, JAMES, Westbury, Bucks, Miler 
Rural Districts Electric Undertakings, Ltd, CHEeavin ULIANA MARGEREIHA CATHERINA 
: 8. Daniel & Sons, Ltd. Hull 
Joseph Chamberlain Steam Ship Co, Ltd HEESE. MARY ELLEN, Ewy 8 Harold, 
Oil Wells Drilling Syndicate, Ltd Hereford 
Madam: Wari, Ltd. CONISBE Freperick. East Horsley, Surrey Aug Whit juildferd 
Curzon Street Railway Servants Coffee & CRAMPTON, ELIZABETH, Barkston gdns, South Kensingt 
Refreshment Co, Ltd Che-terfleld 
CREESE, JEssix, tewkesbu-y, Glos Augi0 Brown, Tewkesbury 
London Gazette.—FRIDAY, July 20, CeemP, MARY ELLEN, Eltiam, Kent Aug Smith, Oldham 
Evans, THOMAS Guy, I ate Sept 3 Billson, Leic: ster 
Liverpoo! City Press, Lt’ FARRAR, ELIz\, Hartlepool, Darha Ang 15 Bell, West Hartlepool 
Princess Steam Laundry, Ltd FoxToN, WILLIAM BRANSB;, Hartiepoo!l, Durham, Biscuit Manufacturer Aug 17 Bell 
Nitrogen, Ltd. - West Hartlepool 
Kent Coliieries, Ltd. GRANT, Sir ARTHUR HENEY 
Victoria st 
'UESDAY, July 24. i HONORTA, Sonthsea Aug 20,Pearce & Nicholls, Clement's inn 
. EMILY MARY, Newton Ab ot Jaly 30 Pidsley & Son, Newton Abbot 
John Groome, Ltd. E. D. Motors, Ltd. i, Hesry, Oakthorpe rd, Palmers Green Au Wright & 
Fylde District and Blackpool Billposting Ferro Smelting Co, Ltd. Bloowsbory s 
Co, Ltd. Oso Mining Co, Ltd. , WILLIAM LRADLRY, Leeds, 
Ilkeston Coffee House Co, Ltd. Victoria Hall Co, Ltd. Leeds 
North Wales Standard Printing and Talbot -ourt Syndicate, Ltd HUGHES, MARGARET, H-le, Cheshire 
_Advertising Co, Ltd. Planet Insurance Co, Ltd. KELLY, MARK JAMESTOWN, Ido » Aug 14 Bircham & Co, Old Proad at 
Knight Steamehips Co, Ltd. KEMB Devon, Baker July $1 Dod iridge, Crediton 


THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND GUARANTEE 
FUND, LIMITED, 


MOORGATEH STHREDT, LONDON, 
ESTABLISHED IN 1890. 
LICENSES INSURANCE. 


SPECIALISTS IN ALL LICENSING MATTERS. 
Upwards of 750 Appeals to Quarter Sessions have been conducted under the direction and supervision of tie Corporation. 
Suitable Clauses for iasertion in Leases or Mortgages of Licensed Property, Settled by Counsel, will be sent oa 


application. 
POOLING INSURANCE. 
The Corporation also insures risks in connection with FIRE, CONSEQUENTIAL LOSS, 
BURCLARY, WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION, FIDELITY CUARANTEE, THIRD PARTY, &o., under 
a perfected Profit-sharing system. 
EKEP®YLY FOR PROSPECTUS. 


Home Trust, Ltd. 
Bradford, Rotherham 


Aug 21 Peilatt & 


Merchant Aug 
Northampton, Grazter 


Brierley & Hudson, 


London Gazette 


Hearn & Hearn, Buckingham 
Winter & Son, 


Aug l4 


Paragon Co. Ltd. 
Bridlington ig 15 


R. Woode Toy Co, Ltd. 

Expansion, Ltd. 

Andes Development Co, Ltd 

Dar: mouth Coaching Co, Ltd. 
Nottingham Electric Palaces, Ltd. 

Cha nel! Collieries Trust, Ltd. 

Orient Anti-Fouling Comp: sition Co, Ltd. 
Springs, Ltd. 


Hereford Ang 15 Underwood & Steel, 


Davies & Co, 


Supremist Co, Ltd 
R. Stafford & Co, Ltd. 
Darham Trading Co, Ltd. 


J. & M. Izbicki, Ltd. Patteson, 


Bart, Sloan t Wet Ang 1 Trotter & 


London Gazette 
Webb 


Advertising Agent Aug Harland & Plackett 


Aug 16 Rigby, Manchester 


IN Uk ik HuseRrT, ¢ litor, 














aa, =.o. 
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LANGFORD, Geoncr WILLIAM, Watlington,Grocer Aug 8 Mercer & Blaker, Henley | Trot, JoserH, Warley, Worcester, Ti ner Aug18 Cochrane & Co, Birminzham 
on Thames VavxXx, JosIAH, Gosport, Hants, Beer Retailer Augi6 King & Franckeiss, Portamouth 
Lawson, Loursa CAROLINE, Whitchurch Canonivorum, Dorset Aw 24 James WARREN, HENRY ALEXANDER, Hawkes Bay, New Zealand, Accountant Aug3l Gush & 
James, Ely pl Co, Finsbury circus 
LEACH, MARIA, Hampton, nr Bvesham Angil0 Geoffrey & Oliver New, Evesham WEILL, Abe, Hatton gdn Aug 12 
LeI@nH-Hunt, WALTER, Linden gdns, Notting Hill Aug “4 
LESMOND, GERALD Lawrence, Goring on Thames Aug it Marsden & Co, Henrietta st Essex st 
MORRIS, THOMAS, Sheffield July 25 Richardson & Mitchel’, Sheffield Ware, WILLIAM, Brandram rd, Lee, Jobmaster Aug 31 Read, High st, Lewisham 
MORTON, FREDERICK Georae HENRY, Manches.er, Traffic Superintendent Aug 6 | WILSON, ARTHUR, Sutton on Huil, Farmer Septl Martinson & Stow, Hull 
Knight, Manchester 
NATHAN, EDWARD ALBERT, Worthing Aung 20 Samuel & Co, Great Winchester st 
Novara, Haexky, Charterhouse, Middlesex Augl0 Walters, Charterhouse London Gazette.—FRIDAY, July 20. 
PARKER, Dame KATHLEEN Marky, Fareham Aug 14 Garrard & Co, Suffolk at 
PARSONAG?, NANCY, Biackpoo!l Aur4 Finch & Co, Hla kpool ALMOND, WILLIAM, Cronton, nr Prescot, Farmer Aug 24 Petera, Widnes 
PRERMAN, ALBERT Epwarp, & th, Accountint Augl7 Withy, Bath BARRINGTON, JOSEPH, South Suields, Furniture Dealer Aug 31 Hedley & Thompson, 
PRIOR, MARGAR T, Glasgow Augl4t Hubbard, Chancery In Sunderland 
Pryow, THOMAS EDWARD, Gray’sinn aq Aug6é Patersons & Co, Lincoln's inn flelds BEEST N, FREDERICK, Winc'ester Augi9 Faithfull, Winchester 
PURNBLL, PURNELL, Richmond, Civil Servant Aug 11 Umney, & chmond BRADLEY, GEORGE, Scarborough, Paiuter Aug 27 W & W 8 Drawbridge, Scar 
RICKARDS, ELLEN JANKE, Cressage, Salop Aug3) Hubb & Co, Cheltenham borough 
RINK, EMIL, Bournemouth, Merchant Ang 20 Goldberg & Co, West st, Finsbury cir BREWER, CHARLOTTE EMILY, Shaftes ury rd, Hornsey Rise Augi15 Cox & Son 
ROGERS, ERAST" Grey Karrie st, Spitalfields, Provision Merchant Aug 2 Piesse & Cannon st : i: , 
Sons, Old Jewry ¢ brs = BURNAND, Sir FRANCIS COWLEY, Ramsgate Aag 31 Mote & Son, Gray's inn sq 
RutTer, JOUN LUKF, Sunderland, Beerhouse Keeper Aug 11 Be!l & Sons, Sun- | @aLyert, WILLIAM OTTIWELL, Hartburn, nr Stockton on Tees, Farmer Augi17 Hardy, 
derland . : Middlesbrough 
SANDERSON, WALTER Ker, Oxfo *, North Kens ngt« ) Arthur, Queen | CHALLINER, CHARLES, Manchester Aug25 Hand & Gartside, Manchester 
Victoria st OLEMAN, Lieut EDWARD CHARLES, RFA Aug 30 Spyer & Sons, Austin Friars House 
SHARKOD, ELIZA APOLLONIA, Sutherland pl, Bay-water Russell & Co, OLLIER, PHOMAS VOBLE, Taunton, Marine Store Dealer Aug 24 Broomhe:d, Taunton 
Norfolk st oOK, ARTHUR, Guildford Aug 18 Woelley, Clement's inn, Strand 
SIMCOX, MARTH’ ELL&N, Halifax Aug !4 Dey, Halifax OWMAN, JAMES, Clitheroe, Farmer Sept 30 Baldwin & €o, Clitheroe 
SMITH, JAMES SMIETON, Hanwell, Artist Aug 10 Withers & Co, Arundel st ‘RAIG, HELEN, The Common, Woo'wich Aug 31 Habershon & Co, Laurence Pount- 
SuGapEN, LovIsa, Brighouse, Yorks Aug 14 Richardson, Brighouse ney In 
SULLY, Henny, Great Yarmouth, Shipping Agest Ang 24 Wiltshire & Co, Great | Croker, EMMA, Cheltenham Aug 22 Bubb & Co, Cheltenham 
Yarmou'! CULLIFORD, WILLIAM HENRY, Portishead, Somerset Aug15 Bevan & Co, Bristol 
TANNER, WILLIAM, Ringwood, Hants, Builder Augis Jackson & Sons, Ringwood Cunp, Jouy, Birmingham Aug 20 Perry & Co, Birmingham 
TAYLOR, Geonoe Pat Middie Temple, Metropolitan Police Magistrate Sept 1 Fooks | Davies, Josera, Mo:kseiton July 31 Guthrie & Guthrie, Blyth, Northumberland 
& Co, Carey +t, Lin a8 inn DAW-ON, MARY, Llandudio /ug28 Slaughter & Colegrave, Arundel st 
TEMPLER, CHARLES STRANGWAYS, Wargrave, Berks Augl0 James & Snow, Exeter Dgepes, Rev Canon ARTHUR GORDON, Vassall rd, Brixton Sep. 6 Fladgate & Co 
VINCENT, DAMARIS MAGDALENE ELIzapeTH, Needham Market, Suffolk Aug 30 Pall Mali 
Spencer & Co, Queen at DRANK, Mary, Kingston Hil Au’ 25 Warburton, Gracechurch st 
Wapswortn, Joun WitttaM, Le ds Ang 20 Harland & Plaekett, Leeds EVERALL, RICHARD, Woolstiston, Salop,|Farmer Aug 25 Lucas & Co, Wem, Salop 
WIGGIN, HERBERT KI Ceylon Aug is treem ke, Surrey st FALL, ANN, Ripon Aug3l1 Hutchinson, Ripon 
WILOOX, SUSANNA PRYCE, Souther ‘ idard, South sq, Gray's inn FREWIN, ALFRED, Bournemouth, Civil Engineer Aug 20 Gibson & Weldon, Chan- 
WILKINSON, MARGARRT. Presto J i t , " cery In 
W oop, JAMES LONDON, Oakleigh P Middies g 23 an & (0, Ironmonger In | Ganpspy, REBEKAH, Derby Aug 27 Gadsby & Co, Derby 
WOODHAMS, DOWMAN ter ya's, Deptfor 46 J & M Solomon, Finsbury | GarrorTH, WALTER, Ashton under Lyne Aug 15 Bromley & Hyde, Ashton under 
pymt Lyne 
Youncer, WILLIAM HENRY, Tl v ill, i Aug 6 Honey & Honey, | Gittmone, Doveias, Birmingham, Draper Aug 3l White, Birmingham 
Fe urch et GOLDHILL, JOHN ISAAC, Broadhurst gdus, West Hampstead Aug 20 Coburn & Co, St 
I 7 : . , Helen's pi 
‘ GOODALL, GEORGE, Nottingham, JP Augi8 Warren & Allen, Nottingham 
ADAMS, ARTHI MONTGOMERY, Marlborough, Wilts I Aug 27 Adams, Vic- | GoULDER, JoHN L&R, Blickling, Norfolk, Farmer Aug 14 Purdy & tolley, Aylsham, 
toria st Norfolk 
ALLWOoD, ELIZABETH, Leeds Aug 2) Harland & Placke Leeds Groves, / Ames LUND, Kirk Deighton, Yorks, Farmer Aug 21 Bickers & Peters, Tad- 
BENITUA, CATA.INA BARBARA De, Langham mans, Earl's Court sq Aug 15 Witty & caster, Yorks 
( Fenahar bldg HARE, THOMAS, Bolton, Contractor Aug 22 Fullagar & Co, Bolton 
BINGHAM, WILLIAM, Birkenhead, Ches 31 Batesons & Co, Liverpool HAWKINS, EMILY LovIsA, Manchester Aug 41 Swire & Higson, Manchester 
BUNTING, JOHN GeorGe El , Cotton Broker Aug 14 Rowntree & | HAYEs, EDMUND, Ashton in Makerfield, Lancs Ang 20 Goddard & Co, Clement’s inn 
Ritson, O dham Hewitt, EMILY, Kew Gard. ns Aug?20 Child & Child, S!oane st 
CARTER, FRANCES MARY, Southport Au Johnson & So iverpool HOLLOWAY, WILLIAM, Eaglescliffe, Durham Augil4 Thompson, Middlesbrough 
CHOAT, SAMUEL JoHN. S h Stifford, fssex, Blacksmith Avg 18 Capron & Co, Grays, | HONKY, WILLIAM JOHN, Manor rd, Brockley, Bank Clerk Aug 24 Marchant & Co, Bank 
Kase x Building, Broadway, Deptford 
Cox, THOMAS, Bilston Forthwith Evans, Wolverhampton HOPKINS, MARGARET, Swansea Aug l4 Puntan, Swansea 
Cross, EDWARD FOLKINGHAM, Nottingham, Chartered A untar ) Bramley Hoxton, HENRY, Tenbury, Hereford, Farmer Aug 31 Kedfern & Co, Birmingham 
Nottingham J» RRAM, SARAH ANN, Sheffield Aug 21 Latham & Co, Melton Mowbray 
DAWKINS, Mat CHARLOTTE SARAH, Bournemouth Aug | tooper & Whately, | JORDAN, AMY, Hove Auglé FitzHugh & Co, brighton 
KIRKUP, MAKY HEPPELL, Sunderiand Sept1 Storey & Sons, Sunderland 
Earl of Essex, Dav es st, Berkeley sq Aug 15 | LATHAM, ELIZABETH i ¥LER, Bristol Aug 21 Lane & Co, Birmingham 
! LEWIs, JouN, Exmouth, © mmercial Traveller Aug 18 Mossep, Ottery St Mary 
LITrLe, HERBERT INGRAM, Doncaster, Wagon Builder Aug 18 Atkinson & Sons, 


Wells & Sons, Paternoster row 


James & James, Ely pi WELLINGS, EDWARD PENWARNE, Ashburton, Deven, Clerk Aug 18 Powell & Skues, 


sre 18 inn fleids 
De VERB, Right H nf 1K DEVEREUX 
looper & Wha “ inn felds 
x field Aug2zi Rodgers & Co, Sheffield 


DRANSFIEL ik ; 

FENTON, KATR, Hove 18 Cooper & Hambling, Lor n & South-Western Bank, Doncaster 
Fenchurch s LOCKHART, MARY ELIZABETH, Hellingly, Sussex Aug 20 Goddard & Co, Clement’s inn 

FILMER, GRORGE ALFRE Lyosted ent, Farmer l x £ Son, Faversham strand 

FISHER, GE Rak BowBEER, Dulvert merset, Bu ug 17 Barrow & Chapman, | LUSTY, MAky ANN, Uley,Glos Augi7_ Francillon, Dursley 


Dulverton MACKELLAR, PETER HUGH MONTGOMERIE, Cron.ace rd, Fulham, Surgeon Aug 29 
FREEMAN, WILLIAM, Shepshed, Leicester, Farrier l ater & Brunton, Lough- 


rhrupp & Co, Wigmore st 
boroug McKENNA, JAMES, south Woodfor!, Essex Aug 25 Russell & Co, Norfolk st 
ForpEs, Capt HUNTER, Indian Army Augl8 % ilso ik House, Norfolk st Moses, Puriir, Buckingham mans, West Eud In, Wholesale Furrier Aug 28 Abrahams 
, & Co, Tokenhouse yd 


GORDON, ISABELLA FANNY, Bristo Per 
GOULD, SARAH ELIZABETH, Leon r Aug20 Robi t on, Leominster Mou ‘TAIN, ANN, Cire: cester Aug 25 Crowdy & Peel, Faringdon 
GRIFFITH, RevSFREDERICK S#YMoUR, Pendo k Rectory, ' ester Aug 25 Meade MowBeaY, M¢RGARET Louisa, Sale, Chester Aug 31 Chapman & Co, Manchester 
King & Co, Bristol NINEHAM, GEORGE FREDERICK, Southampton, Furniture Dealer Aug 31 Paris & Co 
GRUBER, MAXIMILIAN, Hyde Park mans Aug 20 Pete! sedford row | Southampton 
HARTLEY, BENJAMIN, Birmingham, Potato Merchant Saunders & Co, Bir- | NORMAN, James, Dovercourt, Essex Aug i6 Ward & Co, Harwich 
minghan OWEN, JOHN, Swansea, Tailor Aug 31 Picton & Co, Swansea 
HENNESSY, FLORENCE, Wath on Dearne, nr Rotherham u 15 Atkinson & Sons, Don- | PAINE, GeoRGE WILLIAM, Farquhar rd, Upper Norwood Aug 31 Scott & Co, Queen 





caster at, ¢ ieapside 

Levy, Henny, Hyde Park p! Aug Mon agu & ( Buck bury PALMER, WALTER THOMAS, Beckenham Aug 20 Rawlings & Co, Walbrook 

HERBERT, WILLIAM LEONARD, College View, Cubitt Town, Poplar, Bonded Carman Sept | PELL, ADELAIDE, Wilburton, nr Ely Sept 10 Greene & Greene, Bury st Edmunds 
} Smith & Huds m, Fenchurch st PLUMMER, JOHN, Theobald’s rd, Middix, Book-eller Aug 31 E Bradnam, 8, Cromartie 

HOLDEN, RALPH, Oldham, Cotton Spinner Auzgill Booth & Son:, Oldham rd, Hornsey Rise 

HOLLAND, HENKY, Petersfield Aug 20 Moberly & Wharton, Southampton RAINBOW, CHRISTINE KATR, Holland House, Osterley Park Aug 31 Driver, Warwick 

JAMES, FANNY, Pembreke Aug 25 Lowless & Lowless, Pembroke ct, Gray's inn . 

Jongs, EVELYN LLEWELLYN LIC STLBK, Newton Abb t Aug 31 Marsden & Co, Henri- | RAWLINSON, JAMES THOMAS, Nottingham, Commercial Traveller Sept 1 Sharman, 
etta st Great Eastern rd, Stratford 

Kemur, JouN @Rorck Heuser, Credit nm, Devon, Baker July 31 Doddridge, Crediton ROBERTS, MARGARET, Lianeliau Aug 16 Porter & Co, Colwyn Bay 

LAMBERT, SARAH, Prestwi Lancs Aug 24 . ttrill, Manchester Rosk, JAMES, Walmer rd, North Kensington Aug 31 Stikeman & Co, Leadenhall st 

MACVEAN, EDWARD CHRISTOPHER YORK, Thurlow rd, Hampstead Aug 12 Valpy & Co, | ScURRAH, HARRIET SARAH, Rutland st, Regent's Park Aug 14 Attenborough, 

is Piccadilly 

ite on Sea Aug 28 Slaughter & Colegrave, | SHAKEKLEY, ARTHUR CEcIL, Earl's Court #q Auz 23 Jones & Co, Laurence Pountney 

hiil 

& Co, New sq SHAW, WILLIAM JACKSON, Southport, Railway Agent Aug 21 Goffey & Wheeldon 
Southport 

SHEVPERSON, ANNE, Loughborough Augi7 Slater & Brunton, Loughborough 

SOANES, ROBERT GEORGES, Oulton Broad, Suffulk, Fisherman Aug 21 Wilishire & Co, 


Lincoln's inn fi 
MANBY-CoLEGRAYE, GERARD THOMAS, Westy 
Arundel st, strand 
MILLARD, HAROLD, Singapore Au: 1 hly 
MILLS, EDWARD CHARLES EVELYN, W ington, New Zealand, Merchant Augl4 Mayo 
& Co, Drapers’ gdne 
MITCHELL, A\ NA, Gloucester ter, Hyde Park Aug Slater & Co, Manchester 
PERROTT. CHARLES DUERDIN, Waldeck rd, Ealing, Packer Aug 31 Waller & Co, Low stoft 
Swirt, THOMAS EMINSON, Linby, Notts, Farmer Aug 21 Wells & Hind, Nottingham 
Hyde Par« Aug % Young & Sons, | Tenn, WILLIAM, Burstow, Surrey Aug3l Julius & Co, Old Jewry 
Mark In TyLer, Epwin James, Taunton. Athletic Outfitter Aug 24 Broomhead, Taunton 
Proud, Joun EMMERSON, Middlesbrough, York Aug Thompson, Middl. sbrough ULLMANN, DoUGLaS MAURICE, Priory rd, West Hampstead Aug 18 White, Stevenage 
QUA, SAMUEL, Eccles, Manchester, Commission Agent Aug3l Rowiand, Manchester Hi use, Holbora viaduct 
REILLY, WILLIAM WUVENDEN, Urmston, Lan Sept 14 Addleshaw & Co, Manchester VOGEL, FRANK, Batiey, Yorks, Pork Butcher Aug20 Wilman, Batley 
SHEPHERD, EMMA ANN, Barry rd, East Dulwich Aug 18 Crossman & Co, Thornbury, | VooR., Sornta, Birstal, Yorks Aug 20 Wilwan, Batley 
eueegen 8 — 5 , - _ a Wises WAKEFIELD, Grice Haringey gr, Hornsey Aug 31 Algar, Martin's In 
t LAC , trigham, nr Cockermouth Sept owson & Co iitehaven . oni, Cine 4 ~ r ino oe 
SKEWRS, ANNIE, St , Cornwall Aug3 P oon x, Cardiff ; Ww noewooD, a FELIX, Edgbaston, nr Birmingham Aug 31 Kekewich & Co, 
8 Z T : ‘ ugi5 W le, Eastbourne , ' ; 
von fi on ~ pine Fa nian — . 10 "Re e. Duncan terr WHITE, ANN, Kingston upon Hull Aug 18 Shackles & Co, Hul 
fomns, WILLIAM MAS SYMONDS, Fishguard, Solicitor Aug Lowless & Lowlees, | WHITEHEAD, HANNAH, Stotfold, Beds Aug 24 Veasey, Baldock, Herts 
Pembrok« WILLIAMSON, JOHN, Cannock, Staffs, J P Sept 1 Ga:dner & -ons, Rugeley 
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